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Dear Chief Justice  Hennessey:
Pursuant to G.L. c. 211B, §9, herein is submitted the Massachu­
setts  Trial Court Annual Report of 1983. This volume includes the 
administrative and statistical functions of the Trial Court during the 
Calendar Year 1983, with the exception of the report of the Office of the 
Jury Commissioner.
The report reflects the efforts of the Administrative Justices,
Justices, Commissioner of Probation and personnel of the Trial Court in 
bringing about a more orderly administration of justice in the Common­
wealth.
On behalf of the Office of the Chief Administrative Justice, I
take this opportunity to express my appreciation for those efforts  and to 
the Justices of the Supreme Judicial Court for their constant cooperation 
and support in the undertakings of the Trial Court.
ARTHUR M. MASON
CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE JUSTICE
March 5, 1984
Sincerely
l
Chief Administrative Justice
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OFFICE OF THE 
CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE
JUSTICE
INTRODUCTION
The Fifth Annual Report of the Chief Administrative Justice of the Trial 
Court is prepared pursuant to the provisions of General Laws, Chapter 21 IB, 
section 9. It is intended to summarize the operation of the Trial Court during the 
period of January 1, 1983 through December 31, 1983, and to describe certain 
ongoing activities of the Administrative Offices of the Trial Court Departments, 
the Office of the Commissioner of Probation, the Office of the Jury Commissioner, 
and the Office of the Chief Administrative Justice. The statistics in this report 
are based on Fiscal Year 1983 (July 1, 1982 - June 30, 1983).
The Massachusetts court system was reorganized in 1978 by administratively 
consolidating seven departments exercising trial jurisdiction into the Trial Court of 
the Commonwealth. Additionally, the Office of the Commissioner of Probation 
was placed under the administrative authority of the Chief Administrative Justice 
and the position of Administrator of Courts for the Trial Court was established. 
The head of the Trial Court is the Chief Administrative Justices. Each of the seven 
departments is administered by an Administrative Justice subject to the approval 
and direction of the Chief Administrative Justice.
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE JUSTICE
During 1983, its fifth year of operation, the Office of the Chief 
Administrative Justice made important strides in implementing management 
systems in the Trial Court.
A newly developed automated accounting system was developed to streamline 
the processing of payments in the probation offices of the District Court 
Department and the Probate and Family Court Department; new centralized 
accounts were created to improve efficiency and expenditure accountability; the 
personnel-related functions were reorganized for be tte r  efficiency; and major 
planning efforts were implemented in the areas of education and training, 
administration of the law libraries, and data processing.
The Office of the Chief Administrative Justice (OCAJ) is organized along 
departmental lines. There are four major departments (Employee 
Relations/Personnel, Fiscal, Legal, and Systems and Planning), as well as 
administrative support staff and a special projects team.
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EMPLOYEE RELATIONS/PERSONNEL
Employee Relations. A new three-year Agreement covering from July 1, 
1983, to June 30, 1986, was executed on dune 28, 1983, for the Local 6 Union, staff 
and clerical unit, which includes about 2,600 personnel in the Trial Court and 
Supreme Judicial Court and the Appeals Court. The previous Agreement expired 
on dune 30, 1983.
On duly 1, 1983, the Chief Administrative Justice submitted to the Governor 
a request for an appropriation necessary to fund the new Agreement. On 
November 9, 1983, the Governor approved the request, and it was forwarded to the 
Legislature where it was enacted.
Several changes were made in the new Agreement with the Local 6 staff and 
clerical unit. They included the following: an employee can grieve directly to 
management for discussion and resolution and without the intervention of the 
Union, an employee can appeal his individual job classification; the provision for 
three paid personal days was amended to provide tha t said days are earned during a 
fiscal year and are pro-rated for newly hired employees who term inate  within a 
year; a new dental and health plan was established, and full-time employees paid 
from the 01 subsidiary account are eligible to enroll in the new tuition remission 
program for courses a t s ta te  colleges and universities.
The collective bargaining Agreements with Local 6 - Professional Unit 
expired on dune 30, 1983. Negotiations for a new contract have s tarted . This unit 
consists of about 50 employees, such as Land Court Engineers, Librarians, and 
Research Attorneys.
The collective bargaining Agreements with Local 254, the Middlesex County 
Superior Court Officers Association will expire on dune 30, 1984. Negotiations are 
expected to commence soon afte r  January 1, 1984.
Personnel. The departm ent received 20,000 applications for employment, 
processed 195 industrial accident reports, and processed 1,839 requests for step
increases for union employees.
The departm ent currently is working with the Systems and Planning 
Department on the creation of an automated personnel management system which 
will record all vital information on all personnel. Systems and Planning has 
assisted in the design and implementation of the system and is working out the 
system's application, programming, and forms design.
An internal inventory control system for forms and supplies disbursed to 
"field" departments was created to monitor and to control usage and establish 
"reorder" points.
Affirmative Action. Since 1980 the number of minority employees increased 
from 195 to 406 as of December 15, 1983. Minorities comprised of Blacks, 
American Indians, Asian/Pacific Islanders, Cape Verdeans, and Hispanics.
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The EEO/Affirmative Action Officer visited many Trial Court divisions and 
met with Presiding Justices, usually a t their request, offering technical assistance 
and with Clerk-Magistrates and Chief Probation Officers assisting them in 
promoting and implementing Affirmative Action policies.
The Affirmative Action Advisory Committee has met on several occasions to 
assist in the monitoring of the effort to recruit minorities.
An updated, new Affirmative Action Resource List was distributed to various 
courts, and an Affirmative Action brochure is near completion. It should answer 
many questions tha t personnel have had about Affirmative Action.
FISCAL DEPARTMENT
The Fiscal Department of the Office of the Chief Administrative Justice is 
responsible for the financial operation of the Trial Court and for the preparation of 
its annual budget request.
In the Fiscal Years 1983 and 1984 budget requests and appropriations, central 
accounts were set up for Justices' salaries, all Trial Court travel expenditures, all 
printing, equipment purchases and warranty services, indigent defense, education 
and training, law libraries, and jury/witness expenses. Through centralization, 
expenditure control has been improved. Through the centralized purchasing of 
equipment and printing, competitive bidding procedures were developed for major 
expenditures and Requests for Proposal, thus, fostering competition and increasing 
the purchasing power of the Trial Court's appropriation.
In 1983, 450 new typewriters were purchased for the system, relieving the 
courts of the burdens of expensive maintenance contracts and costly parts for old 
machines.
A major purchasing effort was made in 1983 to completely furnish a new 
courthouse in New Bedford which will house the divisions of both the District Court 
and Juvenile Court Departments.
Due to centralized expenditure planning control and oversight in Fiscal Year 
1983 as compared to previous years, deficiencies were alleviated in the Justices' 
salary, travel, and printing accounts.
In Fiscal Year 1983, through the Request for Proposal procedure, a contract 
was signed with a banking institution for financial services required for processing 
Special Payments, payments made by check by the courts for juror/witness fees. 
Checking accounts will be set up in each court with new account numbers issued 
each fiscal year. This will allow for be tte r  accountability and provide a way for 
the reconciliation of the accounts with annual financial appropriation information 
from the State Treasurer, the court divisions, and the banking institution.
Major design work has been done in 1983 in preparation for the automation of 
a financial information system. The system will automate (1) the invoice 
processing procedures and (2) the budget process. The system will encompass
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r h ? rfmi! |10n °+ b° th i 6 central accounts administered through the Office of the 
ef Administrative Justice and the court divisions accounts, administered locally 
with invoices processed through the Office of the Chief Administrative Justice. 
This system will provide timely information necessary for the preparation of 
accura te  budget requests and spending plans required by Executive and Legislative 
agencies. Personnel information will also be included in the system allowing for 
analysis of division needs vs. appropriation. It is expected tha t microcomputer 
hardware, necessary to implement the system, will be obtained early in 1984.
LEGAL DEPARTMENT
The Legal Department is responsible for the oversight of legal m atters within 
the Trial Court and confers regularly with persons within the executive and 
legislative branches of s ta te  government concerning legal and administrative 
m atters.
Legislation. The Legal Department is involved in the preparation, review, 
and filing of legislation on behalf of the judicial branch as well as the daily 
monitoring of the legislative process. Reports and research material on legislation 
are also provided to the Massachusetts Judicial Conference a t its regularly 
scheduled meetings. The Department responds to inquiries from legislative
committees, the Governor's Legislative Office, and interested groups on proposed 
legislation.
Contracts. The Legal Department is responsible for the review and approval 
of all contracts entered into by the Trial Court including contracts to purchase or 
lease equipment, furnishings, or services. Any necessary amendments to contracts 
are negotiated and drafted by the Department. The Legal Department reviewed, 
negotiated and, where appropriate, drafted amendments to 312 contracts during 
calendar year 1983.
Labor. The Legal Department is responsible for the conduct of litigation of 
labor issues before State , and on occasion Federal Courts, the State Labor 
Relations Commission, the Massachusetts Commission Against Discrimination, the 
Civil Service Commission, the Equal Employment Opportunity Commission, the 
Department of Employment Security and for research, preparation of briefs and 
development of information necessary for litigation, negotiations, grievances, and 
other related m atters. Grievance arbitration is conducted when necessary before 
arbitrators, and advice is provided on labor issues, negotiations, labor contracts, 
and personnel and employment law to the Chief Administrative Justice, the Trial 
Court Administrator, Department Heads, and the Director of Employee Relations.
Real Property. The Legal Department is responsible for the drafting and 
negotiation of leases for 82 county-owned buildings. It is anticipated tha t the total 
rental monies that will be paid under these lease agreements for Fiscal Year 1984 
will exceed $10,650,000. The Department participates in rental hearing under G.L. 
Chapter 29A and appeals therefrom to the the Supreme Judicial Court. A capital 
outlay budget for the Judicial Branch is developed annually by the Department 
a fte r  consultation with the Judicial Facilities Committee. The capital outlay 
recommendations for Fiscal Year 1985 totaled $55,530,000.
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Indigent Representation. Starting in Fiscal Year 1981, the Legislature funded 
the cost for indigent representation, with the exception of the Massachusetts 
Defenders Committee, in a centralized account under the Office of the Chief 
Administrative Justice. County bar associations established nonprofit corporations 
in a cooperative effort with the Trial Court to involve members of the private bar 
in indigent representation. The Legal Department annually negotiates contracts 
with these county bar advocate groups to provide indigent representation in 11 
counties. The only counties without Bar Advocate programs are Berkshire, 
Nantucket, and Suffolk.
It is anticipated tha t the Bar Advocate programs will insure the continued 
involvement of many members of the private bar in the representation of indigents 
and reduce indigent costs to the Commonwealth through the efficient and effective 
administration of the programs. Each program is responsible for compiling 
statistics on the type and number of cases and actions where representation has 
been provided and submitting that information to the OCAJ on a monthly basis. A 
contract has also been negotiated by the Legal Department with Roxbury 
Defenders Committee, Inc. to provide criminal defense services for indigents in the 
Roxbury Division of the District Court Department. In Fiscal Year 1984, the Bar 
Advocate and Roxbury Defenders contracts totaled $5,092,620.
Legislation signed late in 1983 by Governor Michael S. Dukakis consolidated 
services provided by the Massachusetts Defenders Committee, County Bar 
Advocates, and other appointed counsel into the Committee for Public Counsel 
Services.
The new com m ittee will s ta r t  on July 1, 1984 and, according to s ta tu te , will 
"plan, oversee, and coordinate the delivery of criminal and certain noncriminal legal 
services to indigent persons by all salaried public counsel, bar advocate, and other 
assigned counsel programs, and private attorneys serving on a per case basis."
The committee will consist of 15 members, serving three-year terms and will 
be appointed by the Supreme Judicial Court.
General. The Legal Department, in its principal function to provide research 
assistance to the Chief Administrative Justice and the Trial Court Administrator, 
prepares memoranda in response to questions of legal nature from within the Trial 
Court and the general public on a variety of subjects. The Department drafts and 
submits to the Chief Administrative Justice proposed Administrative Directives, 
orders, correspondence, memoranda, and informational bulletins. It also assists the 
Chief Administrative Justice with his responsibility to review all proposed rules, 
rules amendments, and standing orders of the various Departments of the Trial 
Court and provides support assistance in personnel m atters, in the development of 
standard personnel policies and procedures and has participated in the continuing 
effort to develop and standardize forms and procedures throughout the 
Departments of the Trial Court.
SYSTEMS AND PLANNING DEPARTMENT
The Systems and Planning Department was organized in late  1981 and 
combined the operations of planning and research, administration of law libraries, 
computer systems development, and education and training under one manager to
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improve the efficiency of all these functions. The Department is able to form 
working teams around specific issue and projects and to maintain control over 
progress on a daily basis.
In April, 1982, responsibility for the management of computer systems 
programing and operations was added to the department, bringing the 
implementation functions described above. Included among the department's 
responsibilities in addition to those above are s tatistical presentations of Trial 
Court activities and public information, such as the production of a monthly 
newsletter and the annual report.
Automated Systems. The largest single project was the addition of 11 
Probate and District Court Divisions to the Probation Receipts Accounting (PRA) 
System which we developed and began implementing in 1982, bringing us to a total 
of 17 divisions using the system by the end of 1983. It is expected that more than 
50 divisions of the Trial Court will be using this system when implementation is 
completed.
The PRA System provides probation offices of the Probate and District Court 
Divisions with completely automated collection and processing of support 
payments, restitutions, and other receipts through the use of computer terminals 
connected by leased data  lines to our Burroughs 6800 mainframe computer in the 
Middlesex County Court House in Cambridge. The PRA System was designed and 
programmed in 1982 and has been very well received by the Trial Court Divisions.
Other major projects underway include the expansion of the automated civil 
and criminal case information systems to provide Trial Court management with 
increase capacity to manage and improve the flow of cases through the divisions.
In July, 1983, the departm ent acquired two microcomputers and began the 
design and programing of autom ated systems to run on microcomputer for purposes 
which do not warrant the use of the mainframe computer. By the end of 1983, 
programming for a Land Court Docketing System had been completed which 
provides the Land Court with a program, a microcomputer, and training in the use 
of the system. The Land Court has fully implemented the system.
By the end of 1983, programing was well under way for a personnel 
information system and three fiscal systems for the OCAJ, all to be run on 
microcomputers.
Extensive preparation for the expansion of the Jury Commission's automated 
jury management system to Essex and Suffolk Counties a t  the beginning of 198*1 
was also supported during 1983 by the Systems and Planning Department including 
conversion of the system from the B1800 computer to the more powerful B6800 
computer.
Also completed during 1983 was an expansion of our computer room and the 
purchase and installation of additional high-capacity disk drives and high-speed 
tape drives on our B6800 computer during 1983 to remove all other programs from 
the B1800 computer so tha t in 198*f tha t computer can be dedicated solely to the 
automation of the Probation Central File of the Office of the Commissioner of 
Probation.
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Education and Training. During 1983, the education and training unit 
developed training programs for Trial Court professional and support staff funded 
the numerous educational effo rts  of the Trial Court Departm ents and provided 
coordinating and staffing services for the development and implementation of the 
Conference on Permanency Planning.
The education unit worked with the law librarians from the 18 Trial Court 
law libraries to develop training priorities. To this end, the education unit funded a 
seminar on cataloging in May and a workshop on evaluation of legal books and 
services in November. A tim e management workshop was developed and presented 
in dune.
Based upon the results of a training needs analysis survey conducted in 1982, 
a workshop on communication skills was developed for Trial Court support s taff. 
The workshop, "Dealing With the Public", was offered ten tim es during the spring 
and fall with close to 500 Trial Court employees participating in the program. The 
intent of the workshop was to assist employees in developing a range of tools and 
techniques to communicate effectively  with the public. The program used 
numerous training methods, including role playing, small group discussions, and 
individual problem solving m atrices, to present and apply a variety of 
communications theories and skills.
The education unit worked with secretaries and adm inistrative assistants to 
the Chief Administrative Justice and A dm inistrative Justices to develop training. 
These efforts resulted in the presentation in June of the two-day workshop, 
"Today's Professional Secretary". Secretaries and Adm inistrative Assistants from 
the Office of the Chief A dm inistrative Justice, the Office of the Commissioner of 
Probation, the Office of the Jury Commissioner, and the various Administrative 
Offices of the Trial Court attended. The workshop provided stra teg ies and 
techniques to plan and control work, to resolve conflicts, to communicate 
effectively, to manage tim e, and to explore and define the role of the secretary  or 
adm inistrative assistant in the Trial Court. Based upon the results of the 
evaluation of the first two workshops, the program was conducted th ree tim es 
regionally in the la te  fall. One hundred-twenty secretaries and adm inistrative 
assistants attended the seminars.
The education office designed and presented a workshop on forms analysis 
and design as part of the Juvenile Court D epartm ent Conference for departm ent 
heads held in June. The workshops provided C lerk-M agistrates with an overview of 
the planning process in forms analysis and design, a framework or model to use in 
analyzing forms usage and needs, and guidelines for the design of new forms.
Funds from the central account for education supported programs for judges 
and clerks from the Superior Court D epartm ent, D istrict Court D epartm ent, 
Juvenile Court D epartm ent, and the Probate and Family Court D epartm ent. Funds 
also supported the Land Court D epartm ent's Conference for Assistant Recorders 
and its conference for editors of the Land Court D epartm ent Manual. The Law 
Related Education program and the program on the hum anities, "To Do Justice", of 
the D istrict Court D epartm ent also received financial support from the central 
account for education and training. Funds were used to support individual 
conference fees for seminars and workshops conducted in -sta te .
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The National Association of Juvenile and Family Court Judges and the 
Perm anency Planning Project C om m ittee of the Trial Court cosponsored a 
conference on perm anency planning on April 29 in Framingham. Attending the 
conference were some one hundred participants, including judges and probation 
officers from the Juvenile, D istrict, and Probate and Family Court D epartm ents, 
and key personnel from the D epartm ent of Social Services. The conference was 
held to provide Trial Court Justices with an overview of the status of permanency 
planning in M assachusetts, to prom ote a g rea ter understanding of the importance 
of permanency planning for children, and to a rticu la te  the im portance of the 
judicial role in the process.
Law Libraries. In June, 1983, the Guidelines for the Delivery of Library 
Services in the Trial Court were approved by Chief Adm inistrative Justice Mason. 
This document establishes minimum standards for legal collections in the seven 
Trial Court departm ents and the law libraries. The document also outlines law 
library policies and Trial Court procedures on m aintenance of legal collections.
The law librarians are working on developing an effective  inter-library 
procedure so th a t legal m aterials needed by patrons can readily be obtained. To 
this end, a list of serials and a list of M assachusetts m aterials were compiled so 
th a t each librarian knows the specific holdings of the other Trial Court law 
libraries. Also, in ter-library  loan arrangem ents with other law libraries are being 
established.
Sixteen of the eighteen libraries are now equipped with microfiche 
reader/p rin ters. The reader/p rin ters have helped ease the space problems and also 
allowed to patrons to again have access to the Supreme Judicial Court records and 
briefs which are only published on m icrofiche.
The law librarians m et for th ree workshops on the topics of time 
management, introduction to  cataloging and O.C.L.C. and evaluation of legal books 
and services.
Computer Assisted Legal Research (CALR). During 1983, the O ffice of the 
Chief Adm inistrative Justice undertook the task of determ ining whether CALR 
would be a useful tool for the Trial Court. Westlaw and Lexis term inals were 
installed for a two-week tria l period. With favorable results, the Trial Court 
entered into a one-year tria l period with both companies. Eight term inals have 
been placed in seven locations throughout the Trial Court (Cambridge, Dedham, 
Lowell, Salem, Springfield, Suffolk, and W orcester). Law clerks, judges, and other 
appropriate Trial Court personnel have been trained. During 1984, the O ffice of 
the Chief Adm inistrative Justice will be concluding the tria l period and 
determining what the perm anent locations will be for CALR term inals and which 
company provides the best service for Trial Court needs.
Public Information. During 1982 the public inform ation officer wrote, edited, 
and designed the Trial Court Annual Report and a montly new sletter. This officer 
also assisted and responded to inquiries from legal researchers, students, and the 
media.
8 .
THE MASSACHUSETTS TRIAL COURT
BOSTON MUNICIPAL COURT DEPARTMENT
The last twelve months have been marked by significant changes in the 
Boston Municipal Court D epartm ent. Justice Theodore A. Glynn was appointed to 
adm inistrative justice a fte r Harry J. Elam had concluded his term . Clerk for 
criminal business John Craven was appointed Associate Justice in the Juvenile 
Court D epartm ent, and Francis Sheils was appointed clerk.
In 1982 the Legislature increased the court's complem ent of Justices from 
nine to eleven with the approval of the Governor.
An autom ated system has been developed for tracking BMC probation cases. 
The computer is located in the probation office; system design and updating will be 
continued by departm ent personnel. The Probation Receipt Accounting System is 
being implemented. A new director for the court clinic has been appointed, and a 
number of research projects is now in progress.
The pioneering civil index system (designed and supported by the Trial Court 
Data Processing Center) is being replaced by a stand-alone m icrocom puter in the 
civil clerk's office. Im plem entation will perm it the return to the Trial Court of 
equipment valued a t double the cost of the m icrocom puter.
The criminal clerk's office (which is responsible for adm inistering the Suffolk 
County Jury-of-Six session) is refining the autom ated case-tracking system 
currently in use and transferring it to a larger com puter. This system will support 
autom ated noticing, s ta tistic s , and docket book production, as well as providing 
word processing and numerical analysis facilities.
The criminal clerk's office has begun planning for conversion of records in the 
bench session to a flat-filing system and for the acquisition of autom ated 
complaint preparation equipment. It is hoped th a t the new system can be installed 
within the next year.
Two alternative disposition projects continue to operate within the court: 
the City of Boston Common Sense Program and the M assachusetts 3ar 
Association/Crime and Justice Foundation Mediation Project.
With the support of the Boston Bar Association, a program for selecting and 
training attorneys representing indigent defendants has been designed. This 
program represents a major educational com m itm ent by the justices and has 
provided high quality representation for defendants as well as p ractical training for 
new attorneys.
DISTRICT COURT DEPARTMENT
Trial de novo. In June, 1982, the Chief Justice of the D istrict Court 
Department requested the D istrict Court Com m ittee on Juries of Six to undertake 
a comprehensive review of the operation of the tria l de novo system in the 
Massachusetts D istrict Court. Specifically, the com m ittee was requested to re­
examine past recommendations tha t trial de novo should be elim inated, if possible; 
determ ine whether elimination is feasible, and, if so, design a system for finally 
eliminating trial de novo. The com m ittee filed its report in la te  1983.
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MASSACHUSETTS JUDICIAL SYSTEM
The com m ittee's report is comprehensive and contains an extensive discussion 
of the history of the D istrict Court and the development of the tria l de novo 
system from early tim es. It also contains a lengthy sta tistica l analysis plus 
comment and analysis on a wide variety of related issues.
Copies of the report can be obtained from the Administrative Office of the 
D istrict Court D epartm ent, Holyoke Building, Holyoke Square, Salem, MA 01970.
Decriminalization. The D istrict Court has been in the forefront of 
attem pting to improve the systems for processing moving automobile violations in 
the Commonwealth. The Adm inistrative O ffice of the D istrict Court has recently 
drafted and presented to the Legislature proposed legislation to further simplify 
the handling of minor tra ffic  m atters. Such m atters may now be disposed on non- 
criminally within a certain  period, but the case becomes criminal if the violator 
does not respond. This necessitates many of the technical trappings of criminal 
procedure in a context which many persons believe should be basically 
adm inistrative.
The proposed system would make most minor motor vehicle offenses non­
criminal infractions. They would still be heard by the Clerk-M agistrates of the 
D istrict Court, but instead of the case becoming criminal if the violator failed to 
respond, the Registry of Motor Vehicles would be notified, and the violator would 
not be allowed to renew his or her operator's license or vehicle registration until 
the m atter is resolved with the court. The proposed system has the potential for 
greater efficiency, increased revenue collections, and improved highway safety.
SYSTEMATIC-I. SYSTEMATIC-I is a D istrict Court criminal case processing 
system th a t combines modern forms design with electronic word processing 
equipment to produce in a much more efficient manner the papers necessary for 
criminal case processing. The system was designed by the Administrative Office of 
the D istrict Court and has been installed in six D istrict Courts.
Funding for systemwide use of SYSTEMATIC-I has been obtained and 
implementation throughout the D istrict Court has begun.
SYSTEMATIC-I will operate on modern disc-driven memory typew riters 
which are now being delivered to the courts. At the same tim e, open shelf filing 
equipment is being delivered to the courts in order to implement fla t filing in 
criminal cases, and a color-coded filing system is also being established in order to 
improve the management of case files.
A major accomplishment of SYSTEMATIC-I will be the im plem entation of 
uniform complaint language in the D istrict Court. A com m ittee of Judges and 
Clerk-M agistrates has reviewed in detail the "charging language" of nearly kOO 
most-used D istrict Court offenses and has established uniform language for each. 
The com m ittee will continue to assume responsibilty for making such changes and 
additions to the language as are necessary over tim e. All of the complaint 
language is stored on discs th a t are utilized with the new memory typew riters.
Plans are also underway to extend the system development concept which led 
to SYSTEMATIC-I to mini-computers and to an examination of how their use might 
lead to improved, simplified perform ance of other case-processing functions in the 
D istrict Court.
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Forms. A long sought objective in the courts has been to make the forms in 
use in the courts uniform throughout the s ta te . The D istrict Court took a major 
step tow ard th a t goal in 1983 by the establishm ent of a Central Forms 
Procurem ent System (CFPS). The CFPS has two components. First, an active 
C om m ittee on Forms has been established consisting of Clerk-M agistrates and 
A ssistant Clerks with in te rest and skill in the area of forms design. All forms 
being prom ulgated for systemwide use are now reviewed by the com m ittee. 
Second, the A dm inistrative O ffice of the D istrict Court has, a fter a com petitve 
selection process, con tracted  with a major national printer to print and distribute 
centrally  prom ulgated forms to local d is tric t courts. A system  is now being 
established whereby individual courts will requisition forms to local d istrict courts. 
A system is now being established whereby individual courts will requisition forms 
directly from the prin ter. This system promised several major improvements: 
lower cost through bulk purchases, more effic ien t procurem ent through a 
centralized requisition process ra ther than many sm aller, time-consuming 
procurem ents, b e tte r forms design, and genuine uniform ity of forms throughout the 
D istrict Court.
Non-Support. The D istrict Court has continued its e ffo rts  to improve the 
enforcem ent of support orders and the process for establishing paternity  and 
insuring th a t persons ordered to  pay family support do in fac t m eet their 
obligations. A major accomplishment in this area in 1983 was the completion of a 
d raft of Standards of Judicial P rac tice  for non-support proceedings. The standards 
cover criminal non-support proceedings, paternity  proceedings, and uniform 
reciprocal support enforcem ent proceedings, and they detail recommended 
practices for various aspects of these proceedings. The d raft standards are now 
being reviewed and will be promulgated in 1984.
Continuing Education. A number of continuing education effo rts  took place 
in the D istrict Court in 1983.
A day-long D istrict Court Judicial Conference for Judges was held in May a t 
Mount W achusett Community College in Gardner. The topics included selected 
issues in D istrict Court civil cases and recognizing and coping with judicial stress. 
The la tte r subject was presented by Isaiah M. Zimmerman, Ph.D. of Washington, 
D.C., a recognized scholar and expert on the subject.
Plans are underway for a 1984 judicial conference concentrating on problems 
of prison overcrowding in M assachusetts.
Three day-long conferences were presented for C lerk-M agistrates and 
Assistant Clerks. The firs t, held in January a t W orcester Polytechnic Institute, 
featured a review of Chapter 373 (the new "driving under" law), discussion of 
procedures and problems in summary process cases, and a review of the new 
provisions for processing motor vehicle offenses.
The second conference, held in June a t Mount W achusett Community College, 
featured a panel discussion on the availability of records in the offices of the 
C lerk-M agistrates, the M assachusetts Civil Rights A ct, and recognizing and coping 
with stress.
The third conference, held in Greenfield for the benefit of personnel in the 
western counties, has presentations on the new small claims rules, the law in civil 
com m itm ent cases, and m ental health issues th a t arise in D istrict Court 
proceedings.
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A series of seminars on the law and humanities continued for Judges and 
C lerk-M agistrates. Sponsored by Brandeis University and funded by the 
M assachusetts Foundation for Humanities and Public Policy, the seminars perm it 
court personnel to reflec t on issues of law and justice tha t are found in great works 
of lite ra tu re . The program was recently  awarded an Exemplary Prize by the 
National Endowment for the Humanities, one of only seven such prizes awarded by 
NEH.
Mediation. Mediation is an area of increasing public in terest. Mediation 
involves an independent third party who acts as a fac ilita to r in the resolution of a 
dispute. It is particularly suited to  resolving the underlying problems in a dispute 
tha t may not be conducive to the "winner-takes-all" approach of traditional 
litigation, and thus is a useful a lte rnative  for dispute resolution. Many d istrict 
courts are experim enting with m ediation, and some have established or are 
cooperating with programs wherein lay or legally trained mediators are referred  
certain  cases from the court (with the agreem ent of the parties). Results appear 
to be quite encouraging.
In June, 1983, the D istrict Court Adm inistrative Office published a 
monograph, "Mediation ... An A lternative That Works." It is a comprehensive 
overview of m ediation, how it works, and mediation resources tha t are available in 
M assachusetts.
Law-Related Education. Another area of continuing D istrict Court activity  
is law -related education, a process whereby local court-school partnerships are 
established to improve the teaching of law and the legal system in the schools. In 
cooperation with the M assachusetts Association for Law-Related Education, the 
D istrict Court publishes the "Courts and the Classroom" new sletter, a quarterly 
review of the many activ ities of the d istric t courts in this area and of resources 
and activ ities in the field of law -related education in general. Each D istrict Court 
has a Law-Related Education Coordinator who is the local liaison person for LRE 
activ ities and for coordination with the statew ide LRE Coordinator in the D istrict 
Court A dm inistrative Office.
"Legal Update." To keep Judges informed of current changes in the law, the 
Admininstrative Office of the D istrict Court started  a new publication called 
"Legal Update." This publication, which is issued approximately monthly, contains 
digests of recent cases, both s ta te  and federal, plus a review of recently passed 
legislation.
The A dm inistrative Office is also discussing with M assachusetts law schools 
the feasibility of establishing a law student "law clerk" program for the D istrict 
Court, whereby one or more law schools would provide law clerk assistance to the 
D istrict Court on an organized, ongoing basis.
Law Libraries. In cooperation with the Office of the Chief Adm inistrative 
Justice, the D istrict Court has begun an e ffo rt to survey and improve the law 
library collections in the D istrict Court. Thanks to the work of the D istrict Court 
Special Com m ittee on Libraries and the Law Library Coordinator for the Trial 
Court, contents of basic D istrict Court library collections have been established 
and included in "Guidelines for the Delivery of Library Services in the Trial Court," 
promulgated by the Chief Adm inistrative Justice . In addition, a Law Library 
Coordinator has been designated in each D istrict Court to work on problems of 
library collection m anagement. A comprehensive survey will soon be made to 
determ ine which court library collections are inadequate and effo rts  will be made 
to bring those collections up to standard.
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HOUSING COURT DEPARTMFNT
The Housing Court D epartm ent (G.L. c. 185C) presently consists of two 
divisions: The Boston Division, with te rrito ria l jurisdiction confined to the City of 
Boston; and the Hampden County Division, with te rrito ria l jurisdiction in the 
several c ities and towns of Hampden County. Both divisions have powers in 
housing-related m atte rs , both civil and crim inal, equal to the D istrict Court and 
the Superior Court, and jurisdiction is concurrent with these courts; i.e., housing- 
related cases which may be entered and heard in the D istrict Court or Superior 
Court may alternatively  be entered and heard in the Housing Court. The Housing 
Court is more frequently chosen by both government agencies and the public in 
those areas where a Housing Court is available because of the ready access, 
flexible resolution mechanisms, and broad powers of the Courts.
The caseload in the Boston Division re flec ts  the urban nature of Boston; i.e., 
a high volume of cases dealing with violations of the s ta te  sanitary code and the 
s ta te  building code, as well as summary process and other landlord-tenant issues. 
The Hampden County Divison hears fewer such cases but has a large volume of 
con tract and to rt actions involving residential property.
During Fiscal Year 1983, new entries in both divisions reached record 
numbers. Through energetic scheduling, all major class-action civil cases have 
been disposed of. Trial lists were well maintained and the criminal list in both 
divisions remained current throughout the year. At the close of the year, no civil 
cases awaited decisions over 90 days.
The Boston Division had an extraordinarily busy year, with more than 10,000 
new case entries for the first tim e in its history. A 20 percent increase in utility 
complaint entries resulted in a record to ta l of 13,679 entries in Fiscal Year 1983.
Show cause hearings also increased during Fiscal Year 1983, from 4,935 in 
Fiscal Year 1982 to 6,963 in Fiscal Year 1983, a 41.1% increase for the period. In 
the Boston Division, show cause hearings offer a forum for the resolution of 
problems prior to the issuance of process. The principal c ity  agencies, the Building 
Departm ent and the Housing Inspection D epartm ents, will frequently allow time 
for the defendant to co rrect violations a t this stage of the proceedings. Show 
cause hearings are often continued by agreem ent of parties, and when the work is 
done and the government will move to  dismiss. The show cause hearings also 
provide a vehicle for mediation when a crim inal action is sought pro se, usually by 
a tenant against the landlord.
The C lerk-M agistrate and Assistant C lerk-M agistrates often use the forum of 
the show cause hearing to help the adversaries in a case iron out their differences 
and reach an acceptable resolution, resulting in the dismissal of the action.
In 6,936 show cause hearings held in Fiscal Year 1983, there  were 2,299 such 
continuances; 1,541 cases were dismissed on government motion; 273 cases were 
dismissed for failure to prosecute; and 352 cases were dismissed for other reasons.
The Boston Division received more than 100,000 telephone calls, including 
those from Boston, other M assachusetts c ities and towns, and other s ta tes , 
requesting information on landlord-tenant issues, housing court procedures, and the 
workings of the court. R epresentatives of the Clerk-M agistrates office and the
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Housing Specialist D epartm ent answered questions regarding landlord-tenant 
problems from a statew ide listening audience on radio station WBZ during National 
Housing Week. The C lerk-M agistrate and an Associate Justice of the Boston 
Division participated with private members of the bar in a landlord-tenant seminar 
sponsored by the M assachusetts Academy of Trial Attorneys.
JUVENILE COURT DEPARTMENT
In 1978, the Legislature established the Juvenile Court D epartm ent, which 
consists of four divisions: Boston, Bristol County, Springfield, and W orcester. 
Within their te rrito ria l jurisdiction, the divisions have exclusive jurisdiction over 
all cases of delinquency, CHINS (Children in Need of Services), and care and 
protection petitions. In those areas without juvenile courts, similar jurisdiction is 
exercised through the juvenile sessions of the d istric t courts. The divisions of the 
juvenile court departm ent also exercise jurisdiction over all de novo appeals within 
their respective counties.
The D epartm ent, through its divisions, has institu ted , maintained, and 
expanded many court and community based programs to assist those troubled youth 
and their fam ilies who have come before the court. These programs offer a variety 
of services including rehabilitation and retraining for juveniles as well as 
psychiatric and psychological assistance to the children and families we serve.
In addition to those psychiatric and psychological services currently provided, 
the departm ent is expanding the availability of such services via a statew ide 
Juvenile Court Clinic.
The Juvenile Court D epartm ent has also developed an extensive network of 
comprehensive special services to aid neglected or abused children and their 
families.
During the past year, several programs were initiated  or expanded within the 
various divisions: Members of the Boston Division Probation D epartm ent, in 
partnership with the Court Clinic s ta ff, have developed after-school programs for 
some special needs children to improve their ability to understand and be tte r cope 
with academ ic and community living problems.
In response to the need for permanency planning for abused or neglected 
children, the Boston Division has expanded its year-old CASA (Court Appointed 
Special Advocacy) Pilot Program, which uses trained volunteers to evaluate and 
advocate for the child's best in terest on an on-going basis until a perm anent home 
is found. Acting as guardians ad litem , the volunteers, under the direction of a 
division s taff person, ensure th a t child abuse or neglect victim s who have been 
removed from their homes do not languish in tem porary foster homes or residential 
placem ents.
The Boston Division's Outreach Program services truan t children and prevents 
continuing their future involvement with the criminal justice system. With the full 
cooperation of the Superintendent of Schools and his s taff, a probation officer has 
been assigned as the ongoing liaison person to every Boston school and d istric t 
within the court's jurisdiction. Truancy (CHINS) petitions have increased,
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and the early identification of these children's service needs and delivery of such 
services in the form ative years is critical to the prevention of a la ter delinquent 
activ ity .
Court Jeste rs , Inc., a non-profit corporation and an affilia te  of the Worcester 
Juvenile Court, continues to be a viable medium for rehabilitation by offering 
recreational outlets for youngsters who have never participated  in organized sports 
and who have not been serviced by trad itional programming. Since its inception, 
the program has received tremendous community support and youth participation. 
In addition to basketball, recreational offerings include football, volleyball, 
softball, hiking, and a summer sailing program. Allied summer programming 
extends to activ ity  groups, neighborhood youth corps work sites, and providing 
camperships.
The Citizenship Training Group, the Youth Development Program, and Youth, 
Inc., all non-profit corporations, continue to provide intensive supervision and 
rehabilita tive  services to the Boston, Springfield, and W orcester Courts 
respectively.
Responding to heightened community concern in the area of drunk driving, 
the Springfield Division, in conjunction with the Division of Alcoholism, operates 
an alcohol education program . The program is designed to  a lert juveniles to the 
dangers of alcohol abuse. A ttendance is a condition of probation for those 
juveniles charged with possession or transportation  of alcohol, and the juvenile's 
parents are expected to  a ttend  the first of the program's four sessions.
The Public Service Program in Fall River continues to provide an alternative 
to res titu tio n , court costs, and fines for those juveniles determ ined to be indigent. 
Through a coordinator located a t the juvenile court, but funded by Citizens for 
C itizens, juveniles are placed in non-profit organizations to perform public service 
work as a condition of their probation and in lieu of monetary payments. A similar 
type of program  is under consideration in Springfield. Juvenile Court personnel 
have a ttended  sem inars and workshops with other criminal justice professionals to 
review a varie ty  of models and have begun to solicit community support.
The D epartm ent has continued its ongoing, in-service training program for its 
own personnel and some agency personnel who provide court support services. 
Boston Division C ourt Clinic Training Programs have been expanded to include 
probation s ta ff  and other court personnel.
The D epartm ent continues to  provide internships to graduate and 
undergraduate students enabling them to gain field-work experience in such areas 
as social work, counseling, education, law, medicine, religion, and recreation.
C onsistent with its com m itm ent to the education of the public in the area of 
children's needs and the role of the court in addressing those needs, court s ta ff has 
continued to appear, upon request, before various medical, legal, social, and other 
com m unity and child advocacy groups. Court s ta ff have participated in several 
training program s in conjunction with various public and private agencies.
In an e ffo rt to improve the delivery of services to children and their families 
and the laws th a t govern it, s ta ff on all levels of the Department continues to 
serve on various judicial and legislative com m ittees.
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The Departm ent is also involved in the issues of foster care review and is 
assisting in the research and drafting of legislation for consideration by the general 
court to assure every child a perm anent home.
The Departm ent's five-year-old "Emergency Judicial Response System" 
continues to provide judicial intervention in emergency situations during non-court 
hours.
While the appointment of new judges has allowed for the provision of some 
additional and needed court sessions, efficiency is lim ited by the to ta l inadequacy 
of facilities in the Adm inistrative Office and in the Boston Division and must be 
addressed if the responsibilities to the public are to be fulfilled.
The Juvenile Court D epartm ent deals with a specialized area of the law. 
While the area becomes more refined, the struggle continues to equitably balance 
the rights of troubled children and their families with the needs of society in order 
to provide beneficial assistance and direction to those of its members who must, as 
adults, assume responsibility for the world around them .
LAND COURT DEPARTMENT
The Land Court processes petititions for the registration of title  to real 
esta te  and other m atters pertaining to  ownership and use of land.
The caseload remains relatively stable; there  was an increase in the number 
of tax foreclosures, while the number of mortgage foreclosure cases has decreased. 
New registration cases decreased slightly, but this decrease is compensated by the 
time and energy spent by the court in the supervision of condominium development 
on registered land, tim e sharing, and other new real esta te  problems.
Modern equipm ent, including a word processor and a com puter, have been 
installed. This equipment is utilized to accomplish several objectives including the 
indexing and docketing of case entries.
The Court continues its policy of communicating often with the local 
Registries of Deeds throughout the Commonwealth. The communications, which 
take the form of personal visits, w ritten guidelines, and an annual seminar held at 
the court in Boston, help to insure uniformity in p ractice  and procedure by the 
various Registries of Deeds, especially in their handling of transactions involving 
registered land.
The Court has been able to maintain a speedy tria l list, and cases which are 
ready for tria l can be reached within a m atter of weeks. Also, under the direction 
of the Chief A dm inistrative Justice of the Trial Court, Justices of the Land Court 
have been assigned on several occasions, to hear and dispose of cases from both the 
Superior and Probate Court D epartm ent, sitting by designation as Justices of those 
courts.
The Court's Engineering D epartm ent, which is charged with preparing plans 
and surveys for the Court, recently acquired a com puter p lo tter which, it is hoped, 
will speed up the tedious and laborious task of preparing these plans. Additional 
draftsm en have been hired and still other personnel are needed. The Court plans a 
com plete review of the engineering process as this would seem to be the only way 
the backlog of cases will be cut down.
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PROBATE AND FAMILY COURT DEPARTMENT
The Probate and Family Court D epartm ent, which consists of 14 divisions 
located in each county of the Commonwealth, has jurisdiction over such family 
re la ted  m atters as divorce, separate  support, custody and adoptions, as well as 
probate m atte rs  such as wills, trusts , guardianships, conservatorships, e tc . It also 
has general equity jurisdiction, the im portance of which has increased in recent 
years due to  the "right to die" and medical trea tm en t type cases.
The D epartm ent continued its e ffo rts  in Case Flow Management in fiscal 
1983 including the establishm ent of two new sa te llite  sessions. One sate llite , to 
handle cases from the Norfolk, Suffolk, and Middlesex Divisions, is being held at 
the Boston University School of Law. Besides benefiting the court by providing 
needed courtroom  space, the session gives law students an opportunity to watch 
actual court proceedings when their schedules perm it without leaving the campus.
A second new sa te llite  was established a t the Wrentham D istrict Court 
through the cooperation of the Chief A dm inistrative Justice and the D istrict Court 
D epartm ent to handle cases from the Bristol and Norfolk Divisions. Together with 
the existing sessions a t the Concord and Marlborough D istrict Courts, these 
sa te llites  have helped bring tria l delay down in all these divisions.
Additional, part-tim e  sa te llite  sessions for the convenience of the bar are 
being planned for the W orcester Division, in Fitchburg, Ayer, and Westborough 
Divisions of the D istric t Court D epartm ent.
The sa te llite  sessions have clearly  proven their value. Trial delay in 
con tested  cases in alm ost all the divisions served by the satellites is down to two to 
th ree  months from request, a significant reduction. Uncontested cases are being 
heard within 30 days of request throughout the s ta te .
The departm en t is preparing for im plem entation of a standardized docketing 
and numbering system  on January 1, 1984. The system, based on the one currently 
in use in Norfolk Division of the Probate and Family Court Department, is the first 
s tep  tow ard the eventual autom ation of all case management and docketing work.
While s ta tis tic s  will be discussed in th a t portion of the annual report, one 
issue of general in te rest is revenue. In the Probate and Family Court Department 
approxim ately  75 percen t of the to ta l sum appropriated for the operation of the 
cou rt ($12,456,152) is returned to the s ta te  through activ ities in which the court is 
involved. These include d irec t revenue from filing fees, copies and certificates 
($4,170,440), federal reim bursem ent for T itle IV-D support enforcem ent expenses 
($1*661,598), and s ta te  share (50 percent) of AFDC support collections collected 
through Probation ($3,615,736).
ano th I?  p ro jec t ^fnvolWng ° th e°p 'ro b a te  t ° d  I S S ly “  ^ . m e n ,  f ^ r h l
d epartm en t hand.ed - e r a ,  thousand Tes S s h ^ d S
eHg^ibinty foim'esiderits ^ ^ .^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ g g n ^ a f^ n ^ 'r 'e a h ^ o d ^ S ^ O O o fo t^ o '" ^
sessions and procedures fo I9g3# Without the active assistance of the
new federal reim bursemen f  l reimbursement would not have been
court in moving these cases 
avai lable to the Commonwealth.
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SUPERIOR COURT DEPARTMENT
The Superior Court D epartm ent holds continuous sessions in the 
Commonwealth's 14 counties. At any given tim e, approximately 70 civil and 
criminal sessions are in operation. In addition to the 61 justices of the Superior 
Court, recall justices and justices designated from other departm ents of the Trial 
Court by the Chief A dm inistrative Justice are assigned to the Superior Court 
D epartm ent to sit on a circuit basis statew ide.
Regional Administration of the departm ent strengthens the court's 
management systems. Five regional adm inistrative justices are delegated 
responsibility for managing and coordinating the efforts of other justices, clerks, 
prosecutors, probation officers, and the local bar to achieve a continuous flow of 
court business. Regional Adm inistrative justices have the authority to assign 
capital cases, convene medical m alpractice tribunals, and redesignate sessions to 
either civil and/or criminal depending on the types of cases awaiting tria l.
The Superior Court, concurrently with the Supreme Judicial Court, has 
original jurisdiction of civil actions and m atters in which equitable relief is sought, 
cognizant under the general principles of equity jurisprudence and exclusive 
original jurisdiction of all actions in which injunctive relief is sought in any m atter 
involving or growing out of a labor dispute. The court has original jurisdiction over 
the processing of all Petitions on Motions seeking authorization for an abortion 
under General Laws, Chapter 112, Section 12S, inserted by S tatu te 1980, Chapter 
240 as well as original jurisdiction both for the United States D istrict Court and 
the M assachusetts Trial Courts, over the convening of medical m alpractice 
tribunals under General Laws, Chapter 231, Section 60B.
In criminal proceedings, the court has original jurisdiction of all crim es and 
generally exercises jurisdiction over all felony m atters except those of which other 
courts, by s ta tu te , have origianal and/or concurrent jurisdiction.
The Superior Court annually employs 24 law clerks to assist the Justices with 
research a t motion and tria l sessions. Each fall, 24 law school graduates of 
outstanding legal ability are selected to serve the Justices for a one-year term  
which commences the September following their graduation from law shcool. Each 
spring the Chief Justice selects two law clerks to serve as Chief Law Clerk and 
Deputy Chief Law Clerk for the following clerkship year.
Like the Justices, the law clerks "ride circuit" from county to county on a 
monthly basis. Under the guidance and supervision of the Chief Law Clerk and 
Deputy Chief Law Clerk, law clerks prepare memoranda, as well as assist the 
justices in writing d ra ft decisions and proposed jury instructions. Their 
assignments flow directly from actual cases before the Court. Subject m atter 
varies from homicides to an titrust cases. Assignments range from major, indepth 
research on unsettled questions of law to quick-answer research involving the 
admissibility of evidence a t trials in progress. As of September, 1983 the law 
clerks will have access to Lexis and Westlaw computer term inals to assist them in 
their work.
The Superior Court Judicial Internship Program allows law students from 
Harvard, Boston College, Boston University, New England, N ortheastern, Suffolk, 
and Western New England Law School the opportunity to earn course credit while 
observing civil and criminal trials, motions, and assignment sessions.
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In its tenth  year the program seeks to accomplish two goals. First, it perm its 
a select group of third-year law students to observe and discuss with judges the 
nature of judging, its problems, and solutions. Second, it gives the students a 
greater knowledge and appreciation of the role of the attorney in the classroom 
and the techniques and pitfalls of the adversary system. The program is conducted 
during the spring sem ester.
The Justices of the Superior Court with the assistance of the Probation 
Service continues to regularly consult the Sentencing Guidelines structure  a fter 
conviction by jury verdict or upon findings of guilty by a tria l judge. The guideline 
structure  has been utilized as a reliable sentencing aid and significant progress 
towards uniformity in sentencing has been achieved by use of the guidelines. The 
Com m ittee on Probation and Parole is presently preparing 1200 cases in which the 
guidelines have been consulted for a com puterized s ta tis tica l anaylsis and study 
with respect to effective sentencing practice.
Two Superior Court Task Forces comprised of members of the Judiciary, 
Probation Service and Departm ent of Mental Health have m et frequently during 
this past year. One task force has recommended legislation which radically alters 
the law (Chapter 123A) for trea tm en ts of the sexually dangerous offender which 
would adequately provide g rea ter protection of the public and prevent any future 
brutal murders of persons involving sexual m olestations of the victim s. Another 
Task Force examined the defense of insanity and has proposed legislation which 
would control those persons found not guilty by reason on insanity of a violent 
felony by means of a supervised release program under the direction of the 
probation service.
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THE BOSTON MUNICIPAL 
COURT DEPARTMENT
CRIMINAL CASELOAD
The Boston Municipal Court D epartm ent reports on five areas of 
the criminal caseload, motor vehicle, domestic relations, general 
crim inal, decriminalized motor vehicle, and jury-of-six.
Criminal complaints filed in the Boston Municipal Court 
D epartm ent in Fiscal Year 1983 totalled 16,538. This is down 52 
complaints from the previous fiscal year, a decrease of less than 1 
percent.
As in the past, 73 percent of the complaints are composed of the 
"other criminal" category. Cases entered in this category have 
remained fairly constant over the past five years.
Motor vehicle related  complaints, both criminal and 
decrim inalized, have generally followed a trend of decreased 
entries over the past five fiscal years. In Fiscal Year 1979, these 
complaints to talled  over 18,500. In Fiscal Year 1983, this 
combined entry figure decreased to just over 7,400 complaints.
Total criminal complaints brought to trial in the Boston Municipal 
Court Departm ent in Fiscal Year 1983 was up 4 percent to 8,405 
com plaints. In six percent of these cases, defendants pleaded 
guilty. The rem ainder went to a full tria l. Note th a t the
significant decrease in dispositions by guilty plea from Fiscal 
Year 1979 to  Fiscal Year 1980 was the result of the 
decrim inalization of certain  motor vehicle offenses. Previously, 
payment of a ticket on a moving violation was counted in the 
category "Pleaded Guilty." Disposition figures for decriminalized 
motor vehicle violations are unavailable. This factor is also 
reflected  in the decrease in the disposition type "Defendants 
Fined".
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JURY-OF-SIX CASELOAD
The Boston Municipal Court D epartm ent receives from nine 
"primary" court divisions requests for six-person jury trials in both 
first instance and de novo appeals of adult criminal cases. 
Juvenile re la ted  appeals are handled by the Boston Division of the 
Juvenile Court D epartm ent.
The Boston Municipal Court D epartm ent began the fiscal year 
with 370 requests for jury trials  pending. At the close of the 
year, there  were 480 requests pending, an increase of 30 percent 
or 110 pending requests.
The departm ent received an additional 2,318 requests during the 
fiscal year, up just 2 percent over Fiscal Year 1982. While first 
instance requests were up 16 percent, de novo appeals were down 
5 percent.
Sixty-two de novo appeals were withdrawn during the year, 
reducing the de novo appeals received to  a net, 1,501 requests. 
Note th a t de novo appeals comprise some 61 percent of the jury 
requests received.
Dispositions increased by 8 percent during the fiscal year. Of the 
to ta l 2,308 dispositions:
33% were by guilty plea
10% were by Jury trial
36% were by Bench trial
21% were by other means of disposition
Throughput or the ra tio  or dispositions per 100 entries was 92 
percent, up from 87 percent in Fiscal Year 1982.
Defaults or the failure of a defendant to appear for tria l to talled  
976 in Fiscal Year 1983, up 162 or 20 percent from Fiscal Year 
1982.
The cummulative age breakdown of the caseload pending a t the 
end of Fiscal Year 1983 is as follows:
30 days or less 41%
60 days or less 64%
90 days or less 76%
120 days or less 82%
over 120 days 10%
Note tha t an additional 8% of the pending caseload was not aged 
because of tim e not tolled during a period of defendant default.
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NON-CRIMINAL CASELOAD
The Boston Municipal Court D epartm ent reports on nine separate 
categories of non-criminal cases.
In general, Fiscal Year 1983 non-criminal case entries increased 
by 22 percent or 6,287 entries over Fiscal Year 1982 levels. The 
34,302 entries volume is the highest reported for the past three 
years.
There have been consistent increases reported for entry of mental 
com m itm ents, small claims, and small claims related
supplem entary process cases. This has occurred while a
consistent decrease in entries for transfer (Remands), summary 
process, and civil supplem entary process cases has been recorded.
Non-criminal dispostions to talled  24,288 in Fiscal Year 1983. This 
is a 21 percent increase over Fiscal Year 1982 and a 29 percent 
increase over Fiscal Year 1980.
Trends in the disposition of cases have closely parallelled those 
apparent in the patterns of case en tries. One of the largest 
increases in case dispositions occurred in the area of small claims 
related  supplem entary process.
Overall, throughput for the year was 70 percent. By casetype, 
throughput appears as follows:
Civil cases 
Transfer cases 
Mental Com m ittm ents 
Summary Process 
Small Claims
Supplementary Process (Civil) 
Supplementary Process (Small Claims) 
URESA cases 
Victims of Violent Crimes
71%
92%
100%
98%
42%
43%
171%
100%
82%
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BOSTON MUNICIPAL COURT DEPARTMENT
Five Year Trend in Criminal Business 
Entries
Motor Vehicle Violations
FY'79 FY'80 FY'81
—Criminal Complaints 13,256 6,097 6,241
—Decrim inalized Complaints* 5,340 9,405 6,536
Domestic Relations 71 57 41
O ther Criminal 12,040 11,594 13,328
TOTAL 30,707 27,153 26,146
Change Change
FY79-'83 FY'82-'83
FY'82 FY'83 No. % No. %
4,528
4,744
4,383
3,102
-8873
-2238
-66 .9
-41 .2
-145
-1 ,642
-3 .2
-34 .6
64 41 -30 -42 .2 -23 -35 .9
11,998 12,114 74 1.0 116 1.0
21,334 19,640 -11,067 -36 .0 -1 ,694 -7 .9
*Effective January 1, 1979, all motor vehicle violations which do not carry 
the penalty of imprisonment and for which the maximum penalty (see G.L.c. 90, 
section 20F) does not exceed $100 for the first offense are classified as 
decrim inalized m atters.
BOSTON MUNICIPAL COURT DEPARTMENT 
Five Year Summary 
Dispositions
Criminal Complaints FY'79 FY'80 FY'81 FY'82 FY'83
Change
FY'79-FY'83
Change
FY'82-FY'83
Not Arrested, Pending Trial 13,097 7,517 9,999 8,214 8,133
No.
-4,964
%
-38
No.
-81
%
-1
Tried by the Court 17,610 10,231 9,863 8,107 8,405 -9,205 -52 298 4
Pleaded Guilty 8,473 1,355 1,009 620 539 7,934 94 81 13
Pleaded Not Guilty 9,137 8,876 8,854 7,487 7,866 -1,271 -14 379 5
Dispositions of Complaints Tried
Placed on File, Dismissed, etc . 3,822 4,158 3,980 3,231 3,333 -489 -13 102 3
Defendants Acquitted 1,067 968 899 766 629 -438 -41 -137 -18
Bound Over to Grand Jury 719 695 636 668 500 -219 -30 -168 -25
Placed on Probation 1,957 2,001 1,854 1,433 1,989 32 2 556 39
Straight Probation 665 783 689 606 685 20 3 79 13
Imprisonment Probation 899 834 722 582 816 -83 -9 234 40
Fine Probation 393 384 443 245 488 95 24 243 99
Defendants Fined 7,206 1,539 1,319 791 915 -6,291 -87 124 16
Fines Appealed 343 143 81 48 118 -225 -66 70 146
Imprisonments 169 212 210 329 315 146 86 -14 -4
Imprisonments Appealed 263 411 445 335 307 44 17 -28 -8
Probation Appealed 30 50 77 87 69 39 130 -18 -21
Imprisonment Probation Appealed 105 90 84 138 62 -43 -41 -76 -55
Initial Trial by Jury Claimed
— —
268 309 168 168 100 -141 -46
Total 15,671 10,267 9,853 8,135 8,405 -7,266 -46 270 3
BOSTON MUNICIPAL COURT DEPARTMENT
Caseload Analysis - Non-Criminal Caseload 
FY '80 through FY '83
ENTRIES
CHANGE
FY'82 to FY'83
Case Type FY'80 FY'81 FY'82 FY'83 # %
Civil Cases 27,585 20,042 22,229 25,410 3,181 + 14
Transfer Cases 368 256 205 166 -39 -19
Mental Commitments 23 32 50 85 35 +70
Summary Process 691 561 534 411 -123 -23
Small Claims 2,481 2,402 3,144 5,774 2,630 +84
Supplementary Process (Civil) 1,247 940 790 705 -85 -11
Supplementary Process (Small Claims) 502 660 675 1,465 790 + 117
URESA Cases 225 119 362 269 -93 -26
Victims of Violent Crimes
—
25 26 17 z l -35
TOTAL 33,125 24,948 28,015 34,302 6,287 +22
Case Type FY'80
DISPOSITIONS 
FY'81 FY'82 FY'83
CHANGE 
FY'82 to FY'83
Civil Cases 15,076 13,973 16,370 18,128
//
1,758
%
+ 11
Transfer Cases 610 403 234 153 -81 -35
Mental Commitments 23 32 50 85 30 +60
Summary Process 362 389 500 404 -96 -19
Small Claims 1,529 917 1,202 2,420 1,218 + 101
Supplementary Process (Civil) 393 478 325 306 -19 -6
Supplementary Process (Small Claims) 395 488 1,024
362
2,509 1,485 + 145
URESA Cases 225 18 269 -93 -26
Victims of Violent Crimes
— 10 20 14 -6 -30
TOTAL 18,613 16,708 20,087 24,288 4,201 +21
28 .
BOSTON MUNICIPAL COURT DEPARTMENT 
3ury-of-Six Caseflow Analysis 
(Based on a Count of Defendants)
FY'81 FY'82 FY'83
Change 
FY'81-FY'83 
1  %
Change 
FY'82-FY'83 
1  %
Active Start Pending 288 465 370 82 28 -95 -20
3ury Requests Received
First Instance 522 820 955 433 83 135 16
De Novo 1 , W 1,647 1,563 89 6 -84 -5
Total 1,996 2,467 2,518 522 26 51 2
Appeals Withdrawn 41 57 62 21 51 5 9
Net 3ury Requests Received 2,243 2,875 2,826 583 26 -49 -2
3ury Requests Disposed Of
After Guilty Plea 496 630 771 275 55 141 22
After 3ury Trial 120 214 223 103 86 9 4
After Bench Trial 651 851 840 189 29 -11 -1
Other 2 40 446 474 234 98 28 6
Total 1,507 2,141 2,308 801 53 167 8
Defaults Entered During Year 450 814 976 526 117 162 20
Active End Pending 465 370 480 15 3 110 30
Throughput-Ratio of Dispositions
per 100 Requests 76% 87% 92% -- - - —
29.
BOSTON MUNICIPAL COURT DEPARTMENT 
Jury-of-Six Caseflow Anaysis 
Based on a Count of Defendants 
Fiscal Year 'S3
Caseload Received by Court of Origination:
Total % of
1st Instance Appeal s Jury Total
Division Requests De Novo Requests Requests
No. % No. %
Boston Municipal Court 87 19 370 81 457 18.1
Brighton 27 28 69 72 96 3.8
Charlestown 72 62 44 38 116 4.6
Chelsea 239 57 178 43 417 16.5
Dorchester 226 42 317 58 543 21.5
East Boston 103 35 193 65 296 11.8
Roxbury 76 26 220 74 296 11.8
South Boston 55 49 57 51 112 4.5
West Roxbury 66 36 119 64 185 7.4
TOTAL 955 38% 1,567 62% 2,522 100%
Age of Caseload Pending a t the End of the Year
Age Breakdown
FY'81
# %
FY'82
// %
FY'83
// %
Default removed _ _ _ _ 38 8
Under 30 days 164 35 177 48 197 41
31 to 60 days 134 29 141 38 113 23
61 to 90 days 115 25 39 11 56 12
91 to 120 days 34 7 8 2 27 6
Over 120 days i l 4 5 1 49 10
TOTAL 465 100% 370 100% 480 100%
30.
THF. DISTRICT COURT 
DEPARTMENT
CRIMINAL CASELOAD
During Fiscal Year 1982, 563,129 criminal complaints were filed in the 69 
divisions of the District Court Department. Of this total, 62 percent were 
motor vehicle related offenses.
For the same period, criminal complaint dispositions totalled 436,122. 
Department throughput - the ratio of dispositions per 100 filings - was 77 
percent in Fiscal Year 1983. This is up from 70 percent in Fiscal Year 1982 
and the highest throughput ratio of the past five years.
Relative to Fiscal Year 1982, the District Court Department reported a 4 
percent increase in filings and a 15 percent increase in dispositions. Motor 
vehicle related complaints filed have increased for the first time in the past 
five years. The 29 percent decrease from the filing level of five years ago is, 
in part, a ttributable to the decriminalization of certain minor motor vehicle 
offenses.
At the s ta r t  of Fiscal Year 1983, there were 17 jury-of-six sessions in 
operation in the Department. In November, 1983, the Hingham Division 
initiated its jury sessions bringing the total sessions to 18.
There were 2,264 jury requests awaiting action in the Department as the 
fiscal year began. During the year, 15,874 trial requests were received. This 
is up 646 requests or 4 percent from Fiscal Year 1982.
There were 1,160 jury requests withdrawn during the year. This was 7 
percent of the requests received.
Forty-nine percent or 7,778 of the jury requests received in Fiscal Year 1983 
were requests for a jury trial in the first instance while the remainder were 
de novo appeals. This first instance percentage is up from 40 percent in 
Fiscal Year 1982.
Dispositions of requests for Fiscal Year 1983 totalled 14,037. This is the 
second consecutive increase in as many years, up 704 dispositions or 5 
percent over the Fiscal Year 1982 volume.
3 1 .
The majority of jury requests were disposed of by a guilty plea. Sixteen 
percent were disposed of by a complete jury trial, 11 percent by bench trial, 
and 21 percent by other means of disposition. These are comparable to Fiscal 
Year 1982 disposition percentages.
The department began the Fiscal Year with 2,099 jury session defaults 
pending. At the end of the year, defaults totalled 2,486.
Total requests for a jury trial pending a t the end of Fiscal Year 1983 was 
2,550, a 286 request or 13 percent increase in the pending caseload over 12 
months.
A cummulative analysis of the aging of requests pending a t the close of 
Fiscal Year 1983 breaks down as follows:
Under 30 days 
Under 60 days 
Under 90 days 
Under 120 days 
Over 120 days
1,132 or 44% 
1,770 or 69% 
2,107 or 82% 
2,302 or 90% 
248 or 10%
DECRIMINALIZED CASELOAD
Fiscal Year 1983 was the third year for which decriminalized data was 
available.
In Fiscal year 1983 decriminalized motor vehicle activity was up from 
previous years in all but the category of Clerk-Magistrate hearings.
Citations returned, tha t is, violations ticketed by the police and reported to 
the court, totalled 586,244 in Fiscal Year 1983. This is up 9 percent from 
Fiscal Year 1982.
Citations disposed of, tha t is, fines paid, were also up 13 percent over last 
year. The ratio of tickets paid to tickets issued was 57 percent.
Complaints issued for failure to pay a fine totalled 241,115 up 7 percent. The 
ratio of complaints to tickets issued for the fiscal year was 41 percent.
These two ratios indicate that the District Court Department has either 
processed a fine or issued a complaint at a ra te  of 98 out of every 100 
citations returned for Fiscal Year 1983.
The Department disposed of 134,391 complaints, up 14 percent from the 
previous year. This indicates tha t the Department disposed of complaints at 
a ra te  of 56 dispositions per 100 complaints issued during Fiscal Year 1983.
Clerk-Magistrate hearings were down from 59,713 in Fiscal Year 1982 to 
56,760 in Fiscal year 1983.
32.
NON-CRIMINAL CASELOAD
In general, there appeared to be a decrease in non-criminal activity in the 
District Court Department in Fiscal Year 1983.
The 272,404 case filings for Fiscal Year 1983 is down 3 percent from Fiscal 
Year 1982 and the lowest filing volume in the past five years. Decreases 
were reported in seven of the nine categories of non-criminal case categories 
reported.
Dispositions of non-criminal casetypes were also down 2 percent from Fiscal 
Year 1982. Increased dispositions were reported for the Supplementary 
Process, U.R.E.S.A., and Spousal Abuse Case categories.
Non-criminal throughput in Fiscal Year 1983 was 68 percent.
JUVENILE CASELOAD
Juvenile delinquency complaints were down significantly in Fiscal Year 1983. 
The 31,712 complaints filed is the lowest annual volume in five years, down 
13 percent from Fiscal Year 1982 and 21 percent from Fiscal Year 1979.
In the category of CHINS cases, applications were up slightly, while petitions 
issued increased 5 percent. Fiscal Year 1983 was the fifth consecutive 
increase in petitions issued.
After a high of 2,004 petition dispositions in Fiscal Year 1982, petition 
dispositions returned in Fiscal Year 1983 to pre-Fiscal Year 1982 levels of 
1800 to 1900 dispositions per year.
Care and Protection cases received in the District Court Divisions were up 4 
percent over Fiscal Year 1982, while dispositions decreased by 23 percent.
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DISTRICT COURT DEPARTMENT 
Summary Report of Criminal Business
Change 
FY'82 - FY'83
FY'79 FY'80 FY'81 FY'82 FY’83 %
Motor Vehicle Complaints 590,070 448,010 391,912 321,432 351,692 +30,260 +9
All Other Complaints 198,120 207,533 220,337 222,439 211,437 -11,002 -5
Total Criminal Complaints 788,190 655,543 612,249 543,871 563,129 +19,258 +4
Criminal Complaint Dispositions 594,738 478,695 419,604 379,368 436,122 +56,754 + 15
Throughput-Dispositions per 100 Entries 75% 73% 69% 70% 77%
Summary Report of Decriminalized Business*
Decriminalized Business
Citations Returned — — 539,241 535,950 586,244 +50,294 +9
Citations Disposed Of — — 307,608 293,546 332,792 +39,246 + 13
Complaints Issued — — 204,731 219,983 241,115 +21,132 +7
Complaints Disposed Of — — 97,052 117,780 134,391 +16,611 + 14
Clerk-Magistrate Flearings — — 56,642 59,713 56,760 -2,953 -5
*The decriminalization of certain  motor vehicle offenses (see G.L.c.90, 
section 20F) was established by Chapter 478 of the Acts of 1978 to become 
effective January 1, 1979. Fiscal Year 1981 is the first year for which 
decriminalized figures are available.
DISTRICT COURT DEPARTMENT 
Summary of Non-Criminal Business
Change 
FY'82 - FY'83
Civil Caseload FY'79 FY'80 FY'81 FY'82 FY'83 # %
Entries 73,993 76,661 59,206 56,707 51,587 -5,120 -9
Dispositions 50,878 45,985 36,116 37,633 35,396 -2,237 -6
Transfer Caseload
Received 3,255 3,001 2,261 1,930 1,539 -203 -20
Dispositions 2,352 2,500 2,524 2,271 1,933 -338 -15
Inquests Held — 19 27 27 18 -9 -33
Violent Crime Victims
Claims ________ 427 540 480 480
Dispositions — 259 258 314 253 -61 -19
Mental Commitments
Petitions 2,616 2,514 3,053 3,772 3,854 +82 +2
Dispositions 2,269 2,300 2,733 3,562 3,509 -53 -1
Summary Process Caseload
Entries 23,103 24,378 19,230 18,254 16,855 -1,399 -8
Dispositions 16,483 18,527 16,818 15,614 14,533 -1,081 -7
Small Claims Caseload
Entries 122,163 117,801 118,430 121,686 121,646 -40 - .0 3
Dispositions 87,552 81,204 75,337 87,956 85,758 -2,198 -2
Supplementary Process Caseload
Entries 67,530 65,802 56,226 57,986 56,111 -1,875 -3
Dispositions 27,492 29,191 25,287 26,275 27,333 +1,058 +4
U.R.E.S.A.
Entries 4,374 4,457 4,930 5,396 5,297 -99 -2
Dispositions 2,328 2,302 2,530 3,042 3,450 +408 + 13
35.
DISTRICT COURT DEPARTMENT 
Summary of Non-Criminal Business
Change 
FY'82 - FY'83
Spousal Abuse Caseload FY'79 FY'80 FY'81 FY'82 FY'83 1 %
Entries ______ _______ 13,385 15,283 15,017 -266 -2
Dispositions — — 9,082 10,889 12,557 +1,673 + 15
Total Non-Criminal Caseload
Entries, Petitions, etc. 297,039 295,060 273,288 281,521 272,909 -9,117 -3
Dispositions 187,085 182,268 170,685 187,551 189,722 -2,829 -2
Ratio: Dispositions per
100 Entries 63% 62% 62% 67% 68%
36.
DISTRICT COURT DEPARTMENT 
Summary Report of Juvenile Business
Juvenile Delinquency FY'79 FY'80
Motor Vehicle Complaints 11,082 9,792
Total Juvenile Complaints 40,359 37,337
Complaints Disposed Of 32,074 28,363
Children In Need Of Services
Applications 2,664 3,218
Petitions Issued 1,525 1,586
Petitions Disposed Of 1,899 1,839
Care and Protection
Received 1,189 1,237
Disposed Of 847 671
Change
FY'81 FY'82 FY'83
FY'82
#
- FY'83
%
8,279 7,705 8,286 +583 +7
34,851 36,254 31,712 -4,542 -13
25,246 28,603 25,968 -2,635 -9
2,770 2,847 2,849 +2 + .07
1,621 1,760 1,842 +82 +5
1,879 2,004 1,859 -145 -7
1,017 894 934 +40 +4
813 668 515 -153 -23
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DISTRICT COURT DEPARTMENT 
Five Year Caseflow Trends
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DISTRICT COURT DEPARTMENT 
Report on Appellate Division Statistics for Fiscal Year 1983
Northern Western Southern Total Total Change
No.FY'83 FY'82 FY'83 FY'82 FY'83 FY'82 FY'82 FY'83
Appeals Received 29 48 29 36 26 13 117 84 -33
Proceedings on Appeals
On Merits 34 45 19 32 34 22 99 87 -12
On Petition to Establish a Report 10 5 1 6 3 2 13 14 1
Other 1 0 4 1 2 1 2 7 5
TOTAL Proceedings on Appeal 45 50 24 39 39 25 114 108 -6
Dispositions of Appeals
Report Dismissed 30 31 4 17 20 13 61 54 -7
New Trial Ordered 7 5 2 2 1 2 9 10 1
Finding Reversed 8 6 5 4 9 3 13 22 9
Petition Allowed 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2
Petition Denied/Dismissed 9 2 1 3 3 3 8 13 5
Other 5 3 4 2 6 4 9 15 6
TOTAL Appeals Disposed Of 61 47 16 28 39 25 100 116 16
Average Duration of Appeals (Days)
Trial Court Judgment to Appellate Division Entry 154 181 441 223 238 262 222 278 56
Appellate Division Entry to Disposition 336 367 94 220 311 308 298 247 -51
Motions
Motions to Consolidate 5 7 5 5 5 4 16 15 -1
Other Motions 0 1 0 2 0 0 3 0 -3
Total Motions Received 5 8 5 7 5 4 19 15 -4
Proceedings on Motions 4 5 0 4 5 4 13 9 -4
Motions Disposed Of 5 7 5 7 5 4 28 15 -13
DISTRICT COURT DEPARTMENT 
Report  on Court  Stat ist ics  for Fiscal Year 1983 
Criminal Complaints
Location
Motor
Vehicle
Complaints
Total
Criminal
Complaints
Complaints 
Disposed Of
Amesbury 2,006 3,691 1,900
Attleboro 2,503 5,674 6,455
Ayer 12,435 14,905 14,983
Barnstable 8,382 15,313 9,176
Brighton 4,244 6,048 2,798
Brockton 14,535 21,980 24,901
Brookline 8,729 9,976 3,785
Cambridge 4,220 10,414 8,324
Charlestown 2,822 3,635 1,584
Chelsea 4,499 8,747 6,597
Chicopee 4,487 5,514 4,274
Clinton 4,824 6,450 9,794
Concord 6,847 8,970 6,908
Dedham 8,831 11,323 7,287
Dorchester 3,405 11,148 7,649
Dudley 5,944 9,513 10,164
East Boston 1,708 4,148 2,699
Edgartown 776 2,024 1,837
Fall River 4,427 12,249 12,565
Fitchburg 609 2,167 2,518
Framingham 12,005 17,680 11,885
Gardner 3,420 4,841 3,834
Gloucester 1,765 3,624 1,832
Greenfield 1,641 3,102 2,644
Haverhill 1,597 5,600 4,300
Hingham 9,143 14,468 10,278
4,437Holyoke 2,570 5,094
Ipswich 256 580 427
Lawrence 4,615 9,959 8,264
Leominster 2,683 4,180 2,409
Lowell 5,252 12,203 9,519
Lynn 5,516 11,241 9,451
Malden 2,501 5,115 5,214
Marlborough 733 2,340 1,193
Milford 1,118 3,159 1,448
Nantucket 268 424 410
Natick 4,025 5,210 2,733
New Bedford 4,267 10,684 9,363
Newburyport 2,048 3,577 3,166
Newton 2,634 4,230 4,511
Northampton 10,236 13,310 6,954
Show
Cause
Hearings
238
1,928
203
3,889
1,428
3,548
991
4,413
841
1,661
1,060
1,700
1,406
2,943
7,868
1,188
1,340
693
2,234
785
2,242
762
823
1,232
1,591
506
176
426
2,987
2,182
2,359
1,579
683
75
1,116
1,400
827
1,053
1,905
40.
(continued)
DISTRICT COURT DEPARTMENT 
Report on Court Statistics for Fiscal Year 1983 
Criminal Complaints
Motor Total Show
Vehicle Criminal Complaints Cause
Location Complaints Complaints Disposed Of Hearings
N. Berkshire 1,695 3,281 2,981 834
Orange 495 1,680 1,595 340
Orleans 2,593 5,917 3,909 1,485
Palmer 6,803 8,226 2,695 514
Peabody 4,186 6,719 4,837 1,701
Pittsfield 2,536 4,576 3,139 1,378
Plymouth 7,553 11,350 9,209 1,700
Quincy 15,326 22,759 15,890 8,858
Roxbury 3,561 13,277 8,805 14,581
Salem 28,365 31,629 8,432 1,765
Somerville 2,266 5,013 2,210 1,991
S. Boston 3,693 5,112 2,742 1,463
S. Berkshire 2,215 3,317 2,674 444
Spencer 1,859 3,028 2,873 640
Springfield 8,854 9,613 13,728 3,355
Stoughton — — — —
Taunton 4,840 8,773 14,899 2,304
Uxbridge 1,465 2,690 2,279 387
Waltham 2,051 4,584 10,282 1,154
Ware 144 407 679 266
Wareham 9,026 12,509 7,371 1,710
Westborough 24,896 26,479 10,094 2,101
Westfield 3,102 4,283 1,911 452
W. Roxbury 4,800 9,308 6,732 6,240
Winchendon 109 362 257 177
Woburn 4,557 8,155 8,628 3,801
Worcester 14,326 27,062 30,180 4,043
Wrentham 5,850 8,510 6,621 1,257
Department 351,692 563,129 436,122 129,222
41.
%
89
97
92
100
92
85
m
79
71
68
67
84
90
79
92
88
102
100
DISTRICT COURT DEPARTMENT 
Caseload Analysis - Jury Divisions 
Based on a Count of Defendants
Active Active Change
Start
Pending
Trial
Request
Dis­
position
End
Pending
In
Pending
n
72 515 460 95 +23 +32
295 1,564 1,521 193 -102 -35
289 1,907 1,762 237 -52 -18
2 8 8 3 + 1 +50
132 972 899 141 +9 +7
110 744 633 108 -2 -2
165 1,144 1,637 205 +40 +24
12 137 108 19 +7 +58
83 1,109 790 208 + 125 -i-151
-- 297 201 58 — --
157 951 637 256 +99 +63
6 25 21 7 + 1 + 17
29 441 398 25 -4 -14
55 523 412 100 +45 +82
274 1,658 1,521 394 + 120 +49
110 896 789 120 + 10 +9
322 1,025 1,045 228 -94 -29
151 1,858 1,862 153 +2 + 1
2,264 15,874 14,037 2,550 +286 + 13
*Fitchburg Session began operation in September, 1982. 
**Hingham Session began operation in November, 1983.
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DISTRICT COURT DEPARTMENT 
Caseload Analysis - Jury Division 
Dispositions
After
After Plea Jury Trial Bench Trial Other % of
Divisions # % # % 1 % # % Total Dept. Total
Barnstable 354 77 57 12 2 .4 44 10 460 3.2
Cambridge 834 53 141 9 335 7 211 14 1,521 11.8
Dedham 815 46 181 10 113 6 653 37 1,762 12.6
Edgartown 5 63 2 25 0 0 1 13 8 .1
Fall River 580 65 130 14 8 1 181 20 899 6.4
Fitchburg 328 52 141 22 80 13 84 13 633 4.5
Framingham 381 39 75 8 347 36 167 17 970 6.9
Greenfield 31 29 19 18 3 3 55 51 108 1.0
Haverhill 46 5 59 198 25 31 4 96 12 790 5.6
Hingham 127 63 47 23 2 1 25 12 201 1.4
Lowell 322 51 156 24 31 5 128 20 637 4.5
Nantucket 9 43 6 29 1 5 5 24 21 .2
Northampton 130 33 59 15 156 39 53 13 398 2.9
Salem 975 64 237 16 24 2 285 19 1,521 10.8
Springfield 197 25 138 17 290 37 164 21 789 5.6
Wareham 551 53 239 23 33 3 222 21 1,045 7.4
Worcester 1,101 59 300 16 52 3 409 22 1,862 13.2
Department 7,390 53 2,221 16 1,531 11 2,892 21 14,037 100%
237
3
141
108
203
19
208
38
236
7
23
100
394
120
228
133
530
DISTRICT COURT DEPARTMENT 
Juries-of-Six Report
Age of Active Caseload Pending 
Measured in Days
Under 30 Days 
# %
31 -
1
60 Days 
%
61 - 
#
90 Days 
%
91 -
#
120 Days 
%
Over 120 Days 
# %
45 47 29 31 13 14 6 6 2 2
93 48 59 31 22 11 6 3 13 7
110 46 62 26 23 10 18 8 24 10
3 100 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
83 59 26 18 19 14 7 5 6 4
70 65 24 22 3 3 2 2 9 8
57 28 60 29 46 22 26 13 16 8
9 47 1 5 3 16 4 21 2 11
78 38 67 32 55 26 8 4 0 0
32 55 16 28 7 12 1 1 2 3
55 21 65 25 41 16 36 14 59 23
3 43 4 57 0 0 0 0 0 0
15 60 10 40 0 0 0 0 0 0
40 40 20 20 17 17 12 12 11 11
188 48 66 17 47 12 27 7 66 16
50 42 42 35 16 13 5 4 7 6
101 44 48 21 22 10 33 14 24 11
100 65 39 25 3 2 4 3 7 5
1,132 4 4 638 25 337 13 195 8 248 10
Pending
Requests Received 
Requests Disposed Of
cn
JURY OF SIX CASELOAD 
Trends In Caseflow
(Reported As A Count Of Requests For Jury Trial)
I-------i
16000 
15500 
15000 
14500 
14000 
13500 
13000 
12500 
12000 
1 1500 
11000 
10500 
10000 
9500 
9000 
Q500 
8000 
7500 
7000 
6500 
6000 
5500 
5000 
4500 
4000 
3500 
3000 
2500 
2000 
1500 
1000 
500 
0
15874
¿ 5 2 2 8
F Y ’80 F Y ’81 F Y ’82 F Y ’83
DISTRICT COURT DEPARTMENT 
Report on Court Statistics for Fiscal Year 1983 
Decriminalized Motor Vehicle Violations
Citations Clerk-
Citations Disposed Of Complaints Complaints Magistrate
Location Returned Non-Criminally Issued Disposed Of Hearings
Amesbury 6,204 3,300 — — 680
Attleboro 7,302 4,617 3,210 1,905 621
Ayer 10,577 7,487 3,090 1,985 593
Barnstable 10,087 6,954 — — 1,191
Brighton 4,322 2,030 2,292 1,781 452
Brockton 10,676 6,178 3,190 215 1,093
Brookline 3,361 1,091 7,593 6,942 —
Cambridge 18,640 11,355 7,269 6,109 2,333
Charlestown 10,047 3,984 2,846 967 649
Chelsea 4,973 1,815 4,028 2,066 763
Chicopee 8,531 4,480 3,500 3,500 1,980
Clinton 10,442 5,239 4,585 2,500 618
Concord 11,595 7,301 2,887 — 905
Dedham 10,570 7,491 3,081 3,081 1,376
Dorchester 6,513 1,502 4,474 3,068 537
Dudley 18,483 9,797 6,913 1,550 533
East Boston 2,300 1,249 1,665 — 386
Edgartown 4,380 3,429 253 89 217
Fall River 8,757 6,895 1,862 1,412 450
Fitchburg 2,318 1,685 470 287 151
Framingham 23,885 14,760 27,026 9,875 1,921
Gardner 5,579 3,767 6,116 4,029 289
Gloucester 3,136 653 2,176 1,716 166
Greenfield 7,051 5,167 1,232 1,443 250
Haverhill 15,349 6,170 2,498 1,987 978
Hingham 8,181 4,925 2,205 — 604
Holyoke 3635 2,527 1,093 709 29
Ipswich 1,105 687 418 339 63
Lawrence 14,494 10,494 4,000 3,102 3,603
Leominster 1,116 1,332 372 801 218
Lowell 14,689 10,650 4,659 4,547 4,167
Lynn 12,304 4,825 800 10,000 1,276
Malden 4,823 2,722 2,015 1,152 706
Marlborough 5,389 2,117 6,363 2,489 568
Milford 5,837 3,960 1,995 1,325 208
Nantucket 272 179 219 158 5
Natick 7,030 4,790 1,726 871 1,201
New Bedford 5,544 3,550 1,409 — 457
Newburyport 8,173 5,190 306 298 433
Newton 11,407 6,314 2,184 593 969
Northampton 18,129 9,738 — — 968
46.
Location
N. Berkshire
Orange
Orleans
Palmer
Peabody
Pittsfield
Plymouth
Quincy
Roxbury
Salem
Somerville
S. Boston
S. Berkshire
Spencer
Springfield
Stoughton
Taunton
Uxbridge
Waltham
Ware
Wareham
Westborough
Westfield
W. Roxbury
Winchendon
Woburn
Worcester
Wrentham
Departm ent
(continued)
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Decriminalized Motor Vehicle Violations
C itations C lerk-
Citations Disposed Of Complaints Complaints M agistrate
Returned Non-Criminally Issued Disposed Of Hearings
1,930 1,625 303 286 114
1,202 908 301 283 80
4,616 2,871 1,745 1,451 269
5,482 3,651 3,448 1,124 609
6,399 3,689 124 87 873
4,698 4,108 — — 605
19,620 5,175 3,250 1,000 1,800
10,344 6,645 7,399 — 6,122
5,800 3,332 3,524 1,812 —
15,641 7,432 8,209 5,543 3,120
5,620 2,928 3,545 2259 141
1,304 1,001 246 134 107
3,506 2,626 754 673 126
3,853 2,708 1,095 972 572
18,058 10,064 13,831 4,436 1,006
4,649 2,742 2,535 — 219
8,115 5,686 1,807 0 969
2,990 1,850 1,610 1,015 179
10,431 5,290 3,593 3,543 —
711 370 366 253 52
11,313 8,145 3,168 1,172 924
20,842 13,886 7,089 1,791 490
5,622 4,484 962 353 156
7,262 2,707 4,555 2,164 1,367
0 115 61 52 14
13,172 7,932 3,735 3,364 931
37,805 12,933 29,674 15,788 914
8,053 5,493 2,166 1,845 394
586,244 332,792 241,115 134,391 56,760
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Non-Criminal Caseload
Civil Cases Transfer Cases
Location Entered Disposed Of Received Disposed Of
Amesbury 40 9 20 1 0
Attleboro 549 474 12 12
Ayer 266 150 6 4
Barnstable 1,220 1,039 69 100
Brighton 182 144 5 5
Brockton 1,359 545 12 14
Brookline 904 542 121 97
Cambridge 1,956 1,263 35 42
Charlestown 287 116 4 4
Chelsea 599 366 10 21
Chicopee 150 79 3 0
Clinton 145 79 90 42
Concord 718 738 22 39
Dedham 1,260 1,067 34 44
Dorchester 470 280 14 18
Dudley 325 253 26 28
E. Boston 275 153 3 4
Edgartown 116 61 0 0
Fall River 884 698 24 21
Fitchburg 595 537 18 36
Framingham 1,323 2,030 30 31
Gardner 251 238 8 8
Gloucester 243 107 4 1
Greenfield 230 161 4 3
Haverhill 1,819 1,510 18 20
Hingham 723 354 4 2
Holyoke 139 82 4 0
Ipswich 144 77 0 0
Lawrence 2,021 901 11 19
Leominster 236 271 31 29
Lowell 1,823 1,033 35 72
Lynn 1,899 587 39 21
Malden 2,023 999 41 76
Marlborough 341 228 5 8
Milford 282 198 33 50
Nantucket 46 117 0 0
Natick 279 211 10 7
New Bedford 947 686 12 12
Newburyport 240 216 2 1
Newton 763 569 26 21
Northampton 805 195 23 36
Inquests
Held
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Non-Criminal Caseload
Civil Cases Transfer Cases Inquests
Location Entered Disposed Of Received Disposed Of
N. Berkshire 211 142 1 1
Orange 71 22 1 1
Orleans 336 998 22 19
Palmer 113 78 2 6
Peabody 898 441 11 9
Pittsfield 541 388 5 3
Plymouth 670 459 4 7
Quincy 2,781 2,002 52 41
Roxbury 204 33 5 5
Salem 1,526 791 19 9
Somerville 1,147 421 35 21
S. Boston 126 86 2 15
S. Berkshire 233 105 5 5
Spencer 105 91 11 13
Springfield 2,713 2,507 244 293
Stoughton 741 565 15 15
Taunton 722 514 11 16
Uxbridge 105 176 17 31
Waltham 1,763 530 18 1
Ware 76 56 2 0
Wareham 364 303 2 4
Westborough 396 351 92 75
Westfield 413 443 4 5
W. Roxbury 283 132 12 8
Winchendon 21 8 3 2
Woburn 1,490 1,166 39 18
Worcester 3,873 3,019 39 340
Wrentham 419 195 17 22
Departm ent 51,587 35,396 1,539 1,933
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Non-Criminal Caseload
Victims of Violent Crimes Cases Mental Commitment Cases
Location Entered Disposed Of
Petitions
Received
Petitions 
Disposed Of
Amesbury 0 0 2 2
Attleboro 2 1 41 41
Ayer 2 1 29 29
Barnstable 5 0 56 63
Brighton 12 8 7 7
Brockton 14 3 809 790
Brookline 6 5 29 21
Cambridge 25 15 25 25
Charlestown 18 9 11 6
Chelsea 17 12 0 0
Chicopee 1 1 12 12
Clinton 1 1 18 18
Concord 3 1 35 24
Dedham 6 2 145 141
Dorchester 43 27 59 45
Dudley 4 2 16 11
East Boston 10 8 9 9
Edgartown 0 0 1 1
Fall River 16 10 21 21
Fitchburg 0 0 17 12
Framingham 12 2 0 0
Gardner 2 1 0 0
Gloucester 1 0 7 7
Greenfield 0 0 0 0
Haverhill 4 4 34 15
Hingham 5 0 63 63
Holyoke 1 0 14 14
Ipswich 0 0 2 2
Lawrence 15 7 11 11
Leominster 1 3 14 14
Lowell 14 7 126 112
Lynn 12 3 10 10
Malden 10 9 8 5
Marlborough 2 0 7 6
Milford 3 1 24 15
Nantucket 1 0 0 0
Natick 1 1 5 5
New Bedford 10 5 0 0
Newburyport 1 1 4 4
Newton 4 2 35 33
Northampton 3 0 213 212
50.
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Non-Criminal Caseload
Victims of Violent Crimes Cases Mental Commitment Cases
Location Entered Disposed Of
Petitions
Received
Petitions 
Disposed Of
N. Berkshire 1 0 2 2
Orange 7 4 16 14
Orleans 4 2 14 14
Palmer 1 0 0 0
Peabody 2 1 48 48
Pittsfield 3 0 2 2
Plymouth 5 1 35 35
Quincy 35 22 194 194
Roxbury 11 8 38 28
Salem 9 8 174 169
Somerville 19 13 18 7
S. Boston 11 6 3 3
S. Berkshire 1 0 3 3
Spencer 0 0 1 1
Springfield 14 15 449 434
Stoughton 0 0 21 20
Taunton 5 0 154 147
Uxbridge 1 1 8 8
Waltham 7 0 174 —
Ware 0 0 0 0
Wareham 3 1 31 30
Westborough 1 1 43 40
Westfield 2 2 7 7
W. Roxbury 24 7 252 252
Winchendon 0 0 2 2
Woburn 7 5 45 45
Worcester 18 4 163 160
Wrentham 2 0 38 38
Departm ent 480 253 3,854 3,509
51
DISTRICT COURT DEPARTMENT 
Report on Court S tatistics for Fiscal Year 1983 
Non-Criminal Caseload
Summary Process Cases Small Claims Cases
Location Entered Disposed Of Entered Disposed Of
Amesbury 190 40 553 100
Attleboro 241 195 1,707 1,204
Ayer 146 120 1,798 1,573
Barnstable 222 177 3,682 1,590
Brighton 190 152 707 496
Brockton 1,015 640 5,343 1,599
Brookline 91 77 975 592
Cambridge 502 370 3,186 2,809
Charlestown 82 61 383 175
Chelsea 380 277 1,872 1,316
Chicopee 6 6 922 644
Clinton 66 47 845 780
Concord 116 103 1,393 1,392
Dedham 121 114 2,401 1,398
Dorchester 941 907 2,535 1,663
Dudley 196 172 1,670 957
E. Boston 107 95 1,222 580
Edgartown 14 14 822 366
Fall River 412 371 4,790 3,349
Fitchburg 162 173 2,496 2,844
Framingham 460 515 2,562 1,159
Gardner 94 69 1,154 888
Gloucester 122 117 937 715
Greenfield 136 136 1,179 809
Hingham 151 126 1,897 1,734
Holyoke 7 1 787 557
Ipswich 26 20 200 155
Lawrence 715 670 2,970 3,154
Leominster 131 112 1,327 1,271
Lowell 1,123 1,132 5,784 5,118
Lynn 659 571 3,485 2,560
Malden 559 519 2,834 1,796
Marlborough 230 206 1,070 723
Milford 154 53 902 729
Nantucket 3 3 161 147
Natick 40 38 816 423
New Bedford 638 604 — —
Newburyport 81 73 885 678
Newton 116 93 1,590 1,817
Northampton 263 220 1,942 1,560
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Location
N. Berkshire
Orange
Orleans
Palmer
Peabody
Pittsfield
Plymouth
Quincy
Roxbury
Salem
Somerville
S. Boston
S. Berkshire
Spencer
Springfield
Stoughton
Taunton
Uxbridge
Waltham
Ware
Wareham
Westborough
Westfield
W. Roxbury
Winchendon
Woburn
Worcester
Wrentham
Departm ent
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Non-Criminal Caseload
Summary Process Cases Small Claims Cases
Entered Disposed Of Entered Disposed Of
67 57 1,454 1,304
27 24 594 534
58 54 738 514
33 26 965 677
104 92 1,471 1,033
180 214 2,090 1,333
232 245 3,604 2,580
501 490 4,821 3,117
849 539 914 325
424 392 2,496 2,496
433 463 3,331 1,080
105 105 618 614
39 30 990 327
52 47 543 310
55 44 5,004 3,928
69 44 927 884
308 238 1,973 1,797
68 62 501 384
178 71 2,513 562
22 13 139 119
139 137 2,375 2,072
114 141 987 524
63 64 1,095 920
413 217 1,466 228
5 5 180 117
226 197 2,872 2,487
1,069 1,022 3,739 3,002
114 111 1,462 1,070
16,855 14,533 121,646 85,758
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Supplementary Process Cases 
Non-Criminal Caseload
(Civil Cases) (Small Claims)
Location Entered Disposed Of Entered Disposed Of
Amesbury 75 10 402 120
Attleboro 256 187 570 224
Ayer 189 38 635 143
Barnstable 409 64 891 1,211
Brighton 219 146 132 81
Brockton 604 540 673 280
Brookline 210 52 98 12
Cambridge 445 460 914 743
Charlestown 87 39 136 84
Chelsea 583 319 756 172
Chicopee 114 37 167 77
Clinton 143 227 284 226
Concord 232 132 276 115
Dedham 389 234 607 189
Dorchester 776 291 1,260 294
Dudley 214 58 599 266
E. Boston 266 41 504 253
Edgartown 31 0 122 6
Fall River 294 104 1,433 91
Fitchburg 218 63 1,267 319
Framingham 455 101 564 148
Gardner 97 34 254 148
Gloucester 145 38 141 28
Greenfield 59 21 417 149
Haverhill 219 158 740 460
Hingham 319 99 23 14
Holyoke 103 18 86 103
Ipswich 41 6 20 5
Lawrence 500 213 2,154 2,093
Leominster 154 98 1,027 213
Lowell 767 152 3,308 2,735
Lynn 619 82 612 114
Malden 549 321 880 46
Marlborough 192 55 360 102
Milford 274 96 256 114
Nantucket 16 26 23 13
Natick 152 49 218 180
New Bedford 261 147 _______ _______
Newburyport 136 42 301 180
Newton 247 — 362 _______
Northampton 173 48 382 267
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Supplementary Process Cases 
Non-Criminal Caseload
(Civil Cases) (Small Claims)
Location Entered Disposed Of Entered Disposed Of
N. Berkshire 37 28 480 382
Orange 31 22 331 204
Orleans 141 67 2 0
Palmer 80 36 185 64
Peabody 234 121 210 111
Pittsfield 155 57 924 404
Plymouth 552 82 760 112
Quincy 891 398 1,089 484
Roxbury 407 194 299 140
Salem 455 372 0 0
Somerville 543 90 1,859 175
S. Boston 187 164 260 245
S. Berkshire 55 23 522 236
Spencer 104 69 109 72
Springfield 549 104 906 229
Stoughton 256 34 264 31
Taunton 297 100 506 490
Uxbridge 86 62 201 68
Waltham 346 115 768 319
Ware 16 8 28 10
Wareham 197 483 1,124 918
Westborough 166 108 88 29
Westfield 65 14 245 123
W. Roxbury 464 148 121 82
Winchendon 29 9 15 5
Woburn 448 643 616 245
Worcester 675 457 1,012 946
Wrentham 241 224 394 113
Departm ent 18,939 9,078 37,172 18,225
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Non-Criminal Caseload
Uniform Reciprocal Enforcem ent of Support Act Spousal Abuse (209A) Cases
Cases Received
Initiated From Other Cases Petitions Petitions
Location Locally States Disposed Of Received Disposed Of
Amesbury 42 18 10 70 55
A ttleboro 52 64 76 218 172
Ayer 34 63 62 68 55
Barnstable 99 47 59 211 84
Brightron 10 16 36 129 125
Brockton 63 33 58 240 235
Brookline 20 5 10 25 0
Cambridge 35 27 96 222 63
Charlestown 2 7 2 71 49
Chelsea 16 11 10 181 181
Chicopee 28 148 170 360 360
Clinton 17 20 15 106 68
Concord 33 24 68 99 99
Dedham 21 22 33 47 52
Dorchester 403 207 444 736 736
Dudley 54 50 73 78 37
East Boston 12 12 34 164 110
Edgartown 2 1 10 11 11
Fall River 65 52 77 288 140
Fitchburg 49 29 53 181 139
Framingham 36 41 54 220 91
Gardner 22 18 18 58 47
Gloucester 21 16 13 144 95
Greenfield 53 36 81 154 154
Haverhill 16 24 40 357 357
Hingham 8 13 14 155 134
Holyoke 14 44 34 239 170
Ipswich 4 2 4 26 24
Lawrence 19 59 43 658 658
Leominster 40 12 41 118 101
Lowell 180 108 41 643 633
Lynn 44 62 60 664 422
Malden 57 32 65 535 411
Marlborough 22 21 26 129 59
Milford 32 12 23 134 111
Nantucket 3 4 4 9 9
Natick 2 9 5 54 52
New Bedford 50 62 130 314 54
Newburyport 12 18 27 59 51
Newton 16 13 8 61 44
Northampton 75 45 71 167 153
56.
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Non-Criminal Caseload
Uniform Reciprocal Enforcem ent of Support Act Spousal Abuse (209A) Cases
Location
Cases
Initiated
Locally
Received 
From Other 
S tates
N. Berkshire 24 34
Orange 22 19
Orleans 41 18
Palmer 40 18
Peabody 12 5
Pittsfield 71 46
Plymouth 18 57
Quincy 69 54
Roxbury 121 50
Salem 22 34
Somerville 23 31
S. Boston 1 15
S. Berkshire 28 19
Spencer 14 14
Springfield 150 151
Stoughton 19 11
Taunton 32 49
Uxbridge 27 7
Waltham 26 19
Ware 7 3
Wareham 28 28
Westborough 24 26
Westfield 28 25
W. Roxbury 45 57
Winchendon 3 6
Woburn 35 27
Worcester 114 85
Wrentham 32 23
Departm ent 2,859 2,438
Cases Petitions Petitions
Disposed Of Received Disposed Of
50 105 99
23 51 51
41 109 82
35 135 67
6 157 157
24 172 114
25 297 217
97 690 688
85 401 401
27 580 580
44 280 218
16 111 111
5 82 68
21 66 66
158 802 650
23 79 88
120 256 256
50 101 101
5 242 151
10 61 55
51 147 83
50 57 49
70 110 114
14 538 538
6 21 18
27 226 226
148 537 537
21 201 171
3,450 15,017 12,557
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Juvenile Delinquency
Motor
Vehicle Total Complaints Show Ca
Location Complaints Complaints Disposed Of Hearin
Amesbury 51 141 75 21
Attleboro See Bristol Division, Juvenile Court Departm ent
Ayer 121 397 461 1
Barnstable 215 1,028 608 41
Brighton 39 195 73 86
Brockton 333 1,462 1,484 0
Brookline 65 201 55 61
Cambridge 126 700 632 0
Charlestown 87 266 111 98
Chelsea 173 535 612 99
Chicopee 78 388 208 154
Clinton 92 237 346 33
Concord 154 474 505 0
Dedham 107 407 430 65
Dorchester 182 989 901 287
Dudley 193 639 213 172
E. Boston 65 251 206 75
Edgartown 19 105 93 11
Fall River See Bristol Division, Juvenile Court D epartm ent
Fitchburg 103 389 313 44
Framingham 154 682 819 55
Gardner 47 295 177 104
Gloucester 61 305 154 70
Greenfield 103 428 429 136
Haverhill 145 693 525 43
Hingham 183 1,050 868 41
Holyoke 59 432 403 80
Ipswich 24 46 42 6
Lawrence 169 1,082 901 372
Leominster 53 258 140 21
Lowell 298 1,249 1,672 77
Lynn 223 1,063 540 212
Malden 201 536 520 188
Marlborough 123 327 399 130
Milford 178 557 385 56
Nantucket 13 29 38 3
Natick 243 417 154 147
New Bedford See Bristol County Division, Juvenile Court Departm ent
Newburyport 64 219 171 3
Newton 64 234 200 - -
Northampton 151 673 220 0
58.
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Juvenile Delinquency
Location
Motor
Vehicle
Complaints
Total
Complaints
Complaints 
Disposed Of
Show Cause 
Hearings
N. Berkshire 98 422 371 44
Orange 59 335 185 51
Orleans 117 590 304 11
Palmer 160 460 325 48
Peabody 149 439 397 76
Pittsfield 100 514 120 54
Plymouth 199 650 958 100
Quincy 344 1,279 895 520
Roxbury 145 633 358 694
Salem 85 426 297 62
Somerville 102 440 222 75
S. Boston 55 203 155 18
S. Berkshire 813 1,255 1,012 111
Spencer 124 375 312 27
Springfield See Springfield Division, Juvenile Court Departm ent
Stoughton 68 366 403 146
Taunton See Bristol Division , Juvenile Court Departm ent
Uxbridge 67 360 523 18
Waltham 113 440 430 33
Ware 10 72 60 67
Wareham 127 859 509 175
Westborough 45 198 274 11
Westfield 76 205 311 28
W. Roxbury 150 691 231 343
Winchendon 17 152 86 28
Woburn 168 633 821 144
Worcester See W orcester 1Division, !Juvenile Court Departm ent
Wrentham 136 336 326 13
Departm ent 8,286 31 ,712 25,968 5,889
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Location
Amesbury
Attleboro
Ayer
Barnstable
Brighton
Brockton
Brookline
Cambridge
Charlestown
Chelsea
Chicopee
Clinton
Concord
Dedham
Dorchester
Dudley
East Boston
Edgartown
Fall River
Fitchburg
Framingham
Gardner
Gloucester
Greenfield
Haverhill
Hingham
Holyoke
Ipswich
Lawrence
Leominster
Lowell
Lynn
Malden
Marlborough
Milford
Nantucket
Natick
New Bedford
Newburyport
Newton
Northampton
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Juvenile Caseload
Children in Need Of
Children in Need of Services (CHINS) Care and Protection
Applications Petitions Petitions Petitions Petitions
Received Issued Disposed Of Received Disposed Of
19 6 14 6 3
See Bristol Division, Juvenile Court Departm ent
36 25 36 16 23
80 68 36 21 12
See Boston Division, Juvenile Court Departm ent
97 92 34 76 37
4 0 6 1 1
87 86 62 20 26
See Boston Division, Juvenile Court D epartm ent
0 0 0 0 0
132 132 16 52 52
52 9 39 5 0
2k 0 11 3 0
68 11 34 20 7
See Boston Division, Juvenile Court D epartm ent
67 41 75 10 10
See Boston Division, Juvenile Court D epartm ent
2 2 1 1 1
See Bristol County Division, Juvenile Court D epartm ent
84 53 102 6 10
53 17 50 18 8
32 30 28 11 10
16 16 5 10 3
57 49 49 12 14
37 20 26 23 3
15 6 13 6 6
113 32 18 11 7
6 6 5 0 0
89 79 45 72 14
44 5 22 9 5
186 138 168 71 34
192 75 84 40 15
95 65 78 21 7
51 31 24 24 11
55 13 46 5 2
1 1 0 0 0
37 37 12 3 0
See Bristol County Division, Juvenile Court Departm ent
10 10 5 3 3
19 2 4 4 1
92 75 59 39 32
60 .
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Juvenile Caseload
Children in Need Of
Children in Need of Services (CHINS) Care and Protection
Applications Petitions Petitions Petitions Petitions
Location Received Issued Disposed Of Received Disposed Of
N. Berkshire 50 27 38 16 9
Orange 17 16 7 21 6
Orleans 24 23 24 6 1
Palmer 55 35 41 11 3
Peabody 41 25 18 8 5
Pittsfield 47 59 42 33 14
Plymouth 44 38 51 12 14
Quincy 88 66 48 49 32
Roxbury See Boston Division, Juvenile Court Departm ent
Salem 20 20 12 12 2
Somerville 99 33 37 18 5
S. Boston See Boston Division, Juvenile Court Departm ent
S. Berkshire 18 18 8 8 2
Spencer 26 19 17 3 2
Springfield See Springfield Division, Juvenile Court Departm ent
Stoughton 73 38 52 18 5
Taunton See Bristol Division, Juvenile Court Departm ent
Uxbridge 38 38 43 6 4
Waltham 68 51 53 12 12
Ware 6 2 4 10 5
Wareham 30 4 16 15 9
Westborough 31 37 25 3 2
Westfield 18 4 14 33 14
W. Roxbury See Boston Division, Juvenile Court Departm ent
Winchendon 23 7 18 3 0
Woburn 33 38 41 10 9
Worcester See W orcester Division, Juvenile Court Departm ent
Wrentham 48 12 43 8 3
Department 2,849 1,842 1,859 934 515
61 .

THE HOUSING COURT 
DEPARTMENT
- Case entries in the Housing Court Departm ent increased 
considerably in Fiscal Year 1983, the sixth such increase in the 
last seven years. Combined case entries for both divisions, Boston 
and Hampden County, totalled 21,274, up 42 percent from Fiscal 
Year 1982.
Case entries are reported in four categories of cases: criminal, 
summary process, small claims, and civil.
- Criminal case filings, which constitu te  54 percent of the 
departm ent to ta l, increased by 117 percent over last year. 
Figures indicate th a t criminal cases are an increasing segment of 
the caseload in both divisions. In Fiscal Year 1983, criminal 
filings in the Boston Division were up 121 percent; during the 
same period, criminal filings in the Hampden County Division 
were up 190 percent.
Summary process case entries held relatively stable during Fiscal 
Year 1983, although the Departm ent as a whole has experienced 
an increase over the last five years. Summary process entries in 
the Hampden County Division decreased five percent in Fiscal 
Year 1983 as compared to 1982. In the same period, entries in the 
Boston Division increased by two percent. Over the five-year 
period, entries in the Hampden County Division decreased 12 
percent, while entries in the Boston Division increased 31 percent.
Small claims entries continued their steady growth in the 
Hampden County Division, with a seven percent increase 
registered during Fiscal Year 1983. In the Boston Division, a 
declining trend apparent during the past several years was 
reversed as small claims entries were up by 16 percent during the 
year.
With regard to  civil case entries, the Hampden County Division 
remained steady during Fiscal Year 1983, and the Boston Division 
suffered a decrease on the order of one percent. Over the past 
five years, however, the Boston Division accounts for almost 90
63.
percent of the D epartm ent's civil caseload.
Overall, the Boston Division accounted for 64 percent of the 
D epartm ent's new entries in Fiscal Year 1983.
64.
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Five Year- Trend In Case Entries
£ 2 0 0 0  
£1500 
£ 1 000 
£0500 
£0000 
1 9500 
1 9000 
1 8500 
1 8000 
17500 
17000 
16500 
16000 
1 5500 
15000 
1 4 5 0 0  
1 4000
0 _
F Y ’ 79 F Y ’ 80 F Y ’81 F Y ’ 8£ F Y ’83
D e p t .
1 4000 
1 3750 
13500 
1 3£50 
13000 
1 £750 
1 £500 
1 £ 0 0 0 
1 1750 
1 1500 
1 1 £50 
1 1000 
10750 
1 0500 
1 0£50 
1 0 0 0 0  
9750 
9500 
9£50 
9000 
8750 
8500 
8£50 
8000 
7750 
7500 
7£50 
7000 
6750 
6500 
6£50 
6000 
5750 
5500 
5£50 
5000
0
F Y ’79 F Y ’80 F Y ’81 F Y ’8£ F Y ’83
65.
HOUSING COURT DEPARTMENT 
Comparison of Entries by Fiscal Year
Housing Court Departm ent 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983
FY'79-
No.
Change
'83 FY'82- 
% No.
o3
I*
'"
Criminal Cases 5,653 5,258 5,048 5,279 11,504 +5,851 + 103 +6,425 + 117
Summary Process Cases 5,240 5,629 6,305 5,767 5,720 +480 +9 -47 -1
Small Claims Cases 1,921 1,979 2,299 2,113 2,301 +380 +20 + 188 +9
Civil Cases 1,655 2,051 1,805 1,797 1,749 +94 +6 -48 -1
TOTAL New Entries 14,469 14,917 15,457 14,956 21,274 +6,085 +47 +6,318 +42
Boston Division 
Housing Court Departm ent
Criminal Cases 4,634 4,030 3,733 3,696 8,183 +3,549 +77 +4,487 + 121
Summary Process Cases 2,678 3,201 3,160 3,426 3,506 +828 +31 +80 +2
Small Claims Cases 635 494 477 367 426 -209 -31 +59 + 16
Civil Cases 1,421 1,799 1,571 1,612 1,564 + 143 + 10 -48 -1
TOTAL New Entries 9,368 9,524 8,941 9,101 13,679 +4,311 +46 +4,578 +50
Hampden Division 
Housing Court Departm ent
Criminal Cases 1,019 1,228* 1,315 1,583 3,321 +2,302 +226 +1,738 + 190
Summary Process Cases 2,562 2,428 3,145 2,341 2,214 -348 -12 -127 -5
Small Claims Cases 1,286 1,485 1,822 1,746 1,875 +589 +46 + 129 +7
Civil Cases 234 252 234 185 185 -49 -20 0 0
TOTAL New Entries 5,101 5,393 6,516 5,855 7,595 +2,494 +49 +1,740 +30
Hampden division criminal figures include show cause hearings. Boston Division figures do not. 
In Fiscal Year 1983, the Boston Division figures do not. In Fiscal Year 1983, the Boston Division 
held 6,963 show cause hearings.
Criminal case figures for Fiscal Year 1983 include utility  complaints.
THE JUVENILE COURT 
DEPARTMENT
A count of judicial determ inations, th a t is, a count of all m atters brought 
before the court for determ ination in all cases open during the fiscal year, is 
used as a relative indicator of the volume of court activity  in the Juvenile 
Court D epartm ent. Due to the nature of the Departm ent's workload, cases 
are often kept open and under court supervision to insure tha t the objectives 
of the court are being a tta ined . For this reason, one case may require a 
significant amount of departm ental activ ity  which may not be adequately 
reflected  in a count of entries and dispositions.
During Fiscal Year 1983, judicial determ inations totalled 60,637, down 6 
percent or ¿1,016 determ inations from the Fiscal Year 1982 level. This is the 
third consecutive annual decrease down from a high of 74,523 in Fiscal Year 
1980.
Three divisions, Bristol, Springfield, and W orcester recorded decreases of 
27%, 1%, and 24%, respectively. The Boston Division, with the highest 
volume of judicial determ inations in Fiscal Year 1983, recorded a 25% 
increase to  26,217.
There are six specific case categories reported by the D epartm ent's four 
divisions. In addition, three categories of appeal requests filed under the 
Juvenile Court D epartm ent appellate procedures are reported.
For the D epartm ent as a whole, there were increases relative to Fiscal Year 
1982 in cases initiated  in all categories with the exception of a minor 
decrease of 18 cases (-.3%) in the Juvenile Delinquency category.
Adult criminal complaints refers to those juveniles adjudicated as adults and 
bound over to tria l in the Superior Court D epartm ent. In Fiscal Year 1980, 
37 juveniles were "bound over." In Fiscal Year 1981, there were 35, in Fiscal 
Year 1982, 15, and in Fiscal Year 1983, 38 juveniles were bound over for trial 
as adults.
Juvenile Delinquency is the largest single complaint category. In Fiscal Year 
1982, the volume decreased to  7,169. In Fiscal Year 1983, there was a minor 
decrease to 7,151 complaints.
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Children in Need of Services (CHINS) cases totalled 1,728, up 255 or 17 
percent from Fiscal Year 1982.
Adults charged with contributing to  the delinquency of a minor are up 
significantly over the previous fiscal year. In Fiscal Year 1981, 33 
complaints were filed. Twenty-six were filed in Fiscal Year 1982. In Fiscal 
Year 1983, 46 complaints were filed.
Care and Protection Cases increased significantly over Fiscal Year 1982 in 
both complaints filed (552 complaints up 256 or 86%) and children 
represented (980 up 527 or 116%).
Appeals requested decreased across all three casetypes. Appeals were down 
from 298 last year to 221 in Fiscal Year 1983, a 26% decrease.
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JUVENILE COURT DEPORTMENT 
Five Year Trend In Judicial Determination
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JUVENILE COURT DEPARTMENT 
D epartm ent Total
Complaint Type FY'83 FY'82
Change
No. %
Juvenile
Adult Criminal 38 15 +23 + 153
Delinquency 7,151 7,169 -18 - .3
Total 7,189 7,184 +5 + .1
Children In Need
of Services 1,728 1,473 +255 + 17
Adults-Contributing to
Delinquency of Minor 46 26 +20 +77
Care and Protection
Complaints 552 296 +256 +86
Children Represented 980 453 +527 + 116
Judicial Determinations 60,637 64,653 -4,016 -6
APPELLATE DIVISIONS 
Juvenile Court D epartm ent
Change
Complaint Type FY'83 FY'82 No. %
Juvenile Delinquent 198 213 -15 -7
Care and Protection 20 80 -60 -75
Children In Need 
of Service 3 5 -2 -40
Total 221 298 -77 -26
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JUVENILE COURT DEPARTMENT 
Boston Division
Complaint Type
FY
Male
'83
Female Total
FY '82 
Total
Change 
# %
Juvenile
Adult Criminal 26 0 26 4 +22 +550
Delinquency 946 362 1,308 1,453 -145 -10
Total 972 362 1,334 1,467 -133 -9
Children in Need
of Services 437 369 806 636 + 170 +27
Adults-Contributing to
Delinquency of Minor 10 24 34 14 +20 + 143
Care and Protection
Complaints — — 148 99 +49 +49
Children Represented 123 138 261 139 + 122 +88
Judicial D eterm inations - ----- ______ 26,217 20,968 +5,249 +25
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JUVENILE COURT DEPARTMENT 
Bristol Division
Complaint Type
FY
Male
'83
Female Total
FY ’82 
Total
Change 
# %
Juvenile
Adult Criminal 2 0 2 0 +2 + 100
Delinquency 2,770 449 3,219 2,959 +260 +9
Total 2,772 449 3,221 2,959 +262 +9
Children in Need
of Services 170 168 338 268 +70 +26
Adults-Contributing to
Delinquency of Minor 4 6 10 10 “ —
Care and Protection
Complaints — — 127 99 +28 +22
Children Represented I l l 119 230 136 +94 +69
Judicial Determ inations — — 19,559 26,934 -7,375 -27
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JUVENILE COURT DEPARTMENT 
Springfield Division
FY '83 FY '82 Change
Complaint Type Male Female Total Total # %
Juvenile
Adult Criminal — — 5 7 -2 -29
Delinquency 1,550 214 1,769 1,902 -133 ^7
Total 1,550 214 1,769 1,902 -133 -7
Children in Need
of Services 129 144 273 294 -21 -7
Adults-Contributing to
Delinquency of a Minor — — 2 2 1 —
Care and Protection
Complaints — — 100 77 +23 +30
Children Represented — — 167 132 +35 +27
Judicial Determ inations ______ — 9,160 9,259 -99 -1
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JUVENILE COURT DEPARTMENT 
W orcester Division
Complaint Type
FY
Male
'83
Female Total
FY '82 
Total
Change
l  %
Juvenile
Adult Criminal — — 5 4 + 1 +25
Delinquency 687 173 860 862 -2 - .2
Total 687 173 865 866 -1 -.1
Children in Need
of Services 130 181 311 275 +36 + 13
Adults-Contributing to
Delinquency of Minor “ — — 0 0
" "
Care and Protection
Complaints — — 177 21 + 156 +742
Children Represented —-- — 322 46 +276 +600
Judicial Determinations 4,343 1,358 5,701 7,492 -1,7901 -24
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THE LAND COURT 
DEPARTMENT
The Land Court D epartm ent began Fiscal Year 1983 with 19,846 cases 
pending. At the close of the fiscal year, there were 21,682 cases awaiting 
action. This is an increase of 9 percent or 1,818 cases during the year and an 
increase of 7,149 cases or 49 percent over the past five years.
During Fiscal Year 1983, there were 9,178 cases entered. This is a 345 case 
or 4 percent increase over Fiscal Year 1982. There were significant
increases in tax lien cases (up 835 cases or 31 percent) and actions 
subsequent to land registrations (up 227 cases or 12 percent), while 
significant decreases were reported in both land Registrations and
Confirmations (down 34 or 12 percent) and equity and miscellaneous actions
(down 683 or 17 percent). This trend in caseload composition has been
apparent over the past five years.
Dispositions over the fiscal year totalled 7,342. This is a 324 case disposition 
or 5 percent increase. This is a reversal of a trend toward decreasing 
dispositions over the past four years. Increased dispositions were reported in 
all case categories.
Throughput or the ratio  or dispositions per 100 entries for the fiscal year was 
80 percent overall. Only in the area of Tax Lien cases did the departm ent 
fall below this level of throughput.
Tax lien cases comprised 38 percent of all entries in Fiscal Year 1983 as 
compared with 18 percent in Fiscal Year 1978 and 31 percent last year.
Total plan production by the Engineering D epartm ent decreased by 11 
percent or 95 plans from last year. There were decreases recorded in both 
Decree and Subdivision plans.
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LAND C O U R T  D E P A R T M E N T  
F i v e  Year T r e n d s  In C a s e f l o w
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LAND COURT DEPARTMENT
Five Year Caseload Analysis 
(Fiscal Years)
Change Change
FY'79-FY'83 FY'82-FY'83
Entries 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 it % it %
Land Reg. & Conf. 343 301 278 280 246 -97 -28 -34 -12
Land Reg., Sub. 1,993 1,810 1,839 1,840 2,067 +74 +4 +227 + 12
Tax Liens 2,125 2,630 2,879 2,696 3,531 +1,406 +66 +835 +31
Equity 3c Misc. 4,544 4,116 3,923 4,017 3,334 -1,201 -27 -683 -17
Total 9,005 8,857 8,919 8,833 9,178 + 173 +2 +345 +4
Dispositions
Land Reg. 3c Conf. 304 541 334 263 283* -21 -7 +20 +8
Land Reg., Sub. 2,008 1,785 1,824 1,810 2,047 +39 +2 +237 + 13
Tax Liens 1,139 1,789 2,187 2,327 2,332** +1,193 + 105 +5 + .2
Equity 3c Misc. 4,406 3,119 2,699 2,618 2,680*** -1 ,726 -39 +62 +2
Total 7,857 7,234 7,044 7,018 7,342 - T 5 l 5 -7 +324 +5
End Pending
Land Reg. 3c Conf. 1,530 1,290 1,234 1,251 1,214 -316 -21 -37 -3
Land Reg., Sub. 37 62 77 107 127 +90 +243 +20 + 19
Tax Liens 4,785 5,626 6,318 6,687 7,996 +3,101 +65 +1,199 + 18
Equity 3c Misc. 8,181 9,178 10,402 11,801 12,455 +4,274 +52 +654 +6
Total 14,533 16,156 18,031 19,846 21,682 +7,149 +49 +1,818 +9
♦Includes 23 cases dismissed by order of th e  Court.
♦♦Includes 10 cases dismissed by order of th e  Court.
♦♦♦Includes 797 cases dismissed under Rule 31 of th e  Superior Court (1976). See Rule 6 of Land Court Rules.
LAND COURT DEPARTMENT
Report on Court S tatistics for the  Period duly 1, 1982 through June 30, 1983
Land Reg./Conf. 
Land Reg., Sub. 
Tax Liens 
Equity 5c Misc.
Cases
Pending
7/1/82
1,251
107
6,687
11,801
Cases 
Entered 
During FY83 
246 
2,067 
3,531 
3,334
Total Cases 
Yearly Disposed of 
Caseload During FY83 
1,497 283 
2,174 2,047 
10,218 2,332 
15,135 2,680
Cases 
Pending on 
6/30/83 
1,214 
127 
7,886 
12,455
Ratio of
Change Dispositions 
in Pending to  Cases 
Caseload Entered 
-37 115% 
+20 99%
+ 1,199 66% 
+654 80%
Total 19,864 9,178 29,024 7,342 21,682 + 1,818 80%
Decree Plans Made
FY 82 
297
FY 83 
222
Change
-75
Subdivision Plans Made 602 582 -20
Total Plans Made 899 804 -95
Total Appropriation
FY'82
$1,346,000.00
FY'83
$1,513,677.00
Total Expenditures
Less: Fees Sent S tate  Treasurer
Income from Assurance Fund 
Applicable to  Expenses
$1,308,141.00
$401,845.34
$57,809.78
$1,428,316.00 
$464, 591.42
$35,373.74
Net Cost to  Commonwealth $848,485.88 $928,350.84
Claims Paid from Assurance Fund During Fiscal Year NONE NONE
Assurance Fund Balance, June 30 of Fiscal Year $380,581.64 $392,354.51
Assessed Value of Land on Petitions in 
Entered during Fiscal Year:
Land R egistration Cases
$9,781,017.00 $13,971,070.00
THE PROBATE AND FAMILY 
COURT DEPARTMENT
Original entries, including all partitions, accounts, complaints, e tc , 
filed in the Probate and Family Court Departm ent in Fiscal Year 
1983 totaled 117,636. This volume is only a minor decrease of 376 
entries or .3 percent from Fiscal Year 1982 levels.
There are 17 general casetypes recorded under the heading of original 
entries. In eight of these casetypes, filings were reported up over 
Fiscal Year 1982 levels.
In the area of Probate m atters, the filings of adm inistrations in 
Fiscal Year 1983 continued the pattern  of a steady but gradual 
decrease. Administration filings are down 12 percent from five years 
ago and down 5 percent from Fiscal Year 1982.
Conversely, guardianships filed have increased by over half in five 
years, up 19 percent from Fiscal Year 1983 alone.
Other significant trends in Probate filings occurred in a 5,139 one- 
year filing decrease in Accounts and Distributions and a reversal in 
the four-year decline of Real Estate Sales filings.
Outside of the Probate area, there are two casetypes of particular 
note. Separate Support and Maintenance filings are down by over 50 
percent from Fiscal Year 1979 and down 16 percent in the past year 
alone. Divorce, the largest single casetype, was up 2 percent in 
Fiscal Year 1983 relative to Fiscal Year 1982. Divorce filing levels 
have remained a t the 25,000 volume for over five years.
Eight divisions reported increased filings in Fiscal Year 1983. The 
most significant of these was the Middlesex Division which underwent 
a 3,803 case or 18 percent increase in filings. Of the divisions which 
underwent decreases, Barnstable (-27%), Bristol (-13%), and Suffolk (- 
13%) are the most notable in term s of relative decreases in case 
filings.
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A to ta l of 159,284 m atters were disposed of in Fiscal Year 1983. 
This is an increase of 8,000 or 5 percent over Fiscal Year 1982. Note 
tha t the disposition of contested m atters, 27 percent of all m atters 
disposed, decreased by 7 percent from Fiscal Year 1982 levels. 
Dispositions of uncontested m atters increased by 5 percent or 5,255 
m atters.
Total fees collected in Fiscal Year 1983 was $4,170,440.01. This is 
down 3 percent or $147,152.89 from Fiscal Year 1982. Fees were 
down in all three categories, Probate (-1%), Divorces (-9%), and 
C ertifica tes and Copies (-2%).
IV-D collections were up $3,665,018.00 or 12 percent over last year. 
Seventy-nine percent of all support collections in Fiscal Year 1983 
were paid directly to litigants. The remainder were directed to the 
Departm ent of Public Welfare.
Support collections paid to litigants increased by $4,822,406.00. 
Support collections paid to the D epartm ent of Public Welfare 
decreased by $1,157,388.00. Decreases in overall support collections 
were reported for the Middlesex and Hampden Divisions.
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PROBATE AND FAMILY COURT DEPARTMENT 
Five Year Trend in Entries
FY'79 FY'80
Summary
Change Change
FY'81 FY'82 FY'83 FY'79-FY'83 FY'82-FY'83
Original Entries
All Petitions, Accounts
and Complaints filed 105,820 116,027 128,695 118,012 117,636 11,816 11 -376 - .3
Probate (filed) 
Administration 10,592 10,309 9,922 9,734 9,295 -1,297 -12 -439 -5Wills 19,024 13,119 13,537 14,004 15,389 1,365 10 1,385 10Trusteeships 951 916 839 824 886 -65 -7 62 8
Guardianships 2,618 2,892 3,248 3,329 3,976 1,358 52 647 19
Conservatorships — — 1,783 1,686 1,623 __ __ -63 -4
Accts.Sc Distrib. 22,062 25,751 24,987 27,159 22,020 -42 -.1 -5,139 -19
Partitions 259 226 206 217 239 -20 -8 22 10
Real E state  Sales 3,456 3,313 3,148 2,665 3,124 -332 -10 459 17
Equitable Relief 
Complaints Filed 1,363 1,207 1,121 1,073 1,241 -122 -9 168 16
Separate Support <5c M aintenance
Complaints Filed 3,458 2,997 2,178 1,786 1,500 -1,958 -57 -286 -16
Desertions & Living Apart
Complaints Filed 90 82 58 100 109 19 21 9 9
Custody of Minors 
Complaints Filed 304 323 362 555 507 203 67 -48 -9
Divorce
Original Entries 25,144 25,601 25,098 25,048 25,556 412 1.6 508 2
Adoptions 2,852 2,774 2,504 2,692 2,982 130 5 290 11
210 Sect. 3 
Term. Petitions — — — 726 567 __ . . . -159 -22
Chapter 209A Petitions
(abuse prevention) 1,215 1,608 2,413 2,279 2,235 1,020 84 -44 -2
All O ther 17,432 24,909 39,074 26,547 26,387 8,955 51 -160 - .6
PROBATE AND FAMILY COURT DEPARTMENT 
Caseload Analysis - Fiscal Year 1983
ORIGINAL ENTRIES:
Barn. Berk. Bristol Dukes Essex Franklin Hampden
FY'83 3,927 2,883 7,858 369 11,334 1,681 8,582
FY'82 5,344 2,848 8,986 399 10,782 1,524 8,773
Change # -1,417 35 -1128 -30 552 157 -191
Change % -27 1 -13 -8 5 10 -2
PROBATE DECREES:
Administrations filed 159 282 722 19 1,223 142 857
Administrations allowed 133 138 354 12 1,219 53 777
Wills filed 794 521 1,177 120 1,643 246 966
Wills allowed 762 374 789 80 1,389 152 775
Trusteeships filed 59 1 44 7 110 5 21
Trusteeships allowed 56 11 59 5 105 7 37
Guard, (minors) filed 87 32 104 7 168 23 217
Guard, (minors) allowed 83 24 120 7 147 12 184
Guard, (men. ill) filed 94 51 151 3 198 21 149
Guard, (men. ill) allowed 91 27 135 2 167 13 118
Guard, (men. ret.) filed 10 10 120 1 33 2 45
Guard, (men. ret.) allowed 9 9 80 0 37 2 45
Conservatorships filed 51 50 80 3 201 26 193
Conservatorships allowed 42 26 75 3 164 21 143
Accts. & Dist. filed 942 849 1,165 71 2,475 362 1,720
Accts. & Dist. allowed 686 745 860 75 2,022 359 1,270
Partitions filed 33 6 22 6 26 1 9
Partitions allowed 14 2 5 7 10 5 3
Real Estate Sales filed 170 68 272 6 494 42 187
Real Estate Sales allowed 179 63 231 6 487 43 163
EQUITABLE RELIEF:
Complaints filed 79 24 127 1 149 27 38
Prelim. Inj. issued 19 4 14 0 14 3 17
Temp. Res. Orders issued 29 9 30 1 83 1 17
Default Judgments 0 1 2 0 0 0 3
Final Jdgmts. a fte r Hrng. 29 5 37 3 95 11 28
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PROBATE AND FAMILY COURT DEPARTMENT 
Caseload Analysis - Fiscal Year 1983
FY'83 FY'82 Change
Hamp. Midd. Nant. Norf. Plym. Suffolk Wore. Total Total # %
2,700 25,238 296 14,317 6,399 13,185 18,867 117,636 118,012 -376 - .3
2,268 21,435 265 14,242 6,067 15,110 19,969 118,012
432 3,803 31 75 332 -1,925 -1,102 -376
19 18 12 1 5 -13 -6 - .3
298 1,377 31 1,276 324 1,335 1,250 9,295 9,734 -439 -5
284 1,674 34 1,113 310 947 1,135 8,183 7,822 361 5
310 2,678 54 2,046 618 1,877 2,339 15,389 14,004 1,385 10
264 2,816 56 1,372 722 1,122 1,395 12,068 11,272 796 7
23 354 0 122 14 57 59 886 824 62 8
33 199 0 97 21 74 72 776 887 -111 -13
28 197 4 178 179 224 176 1,624 1,553 96 6
34 397 3 131 142 284 191 1,759 1,771 -12 -1
40 284 2 267 112 215 138 1,725 1,437 288 20
24 323 0 196 67 209 167 1,539 1,463 76 5
45 64 0 49 39 157 52 627 339 288 85
26 114 0 30 21 30 63 466 451 15 3
33 300 2 291 114 170 109 1,623 1,686 -63 -4
21 340 2 160 78 174 120 1,369 1,477 -108 -7
452 4,772 59 3,800 1,168 2,582 1,603 22,020 27,159 -5,139 -19
433 2,220 59 1,471 1,024 2,605 2,036 15,865 16,750 -885 -5
8 40 5 25 20 14 24 239 217 22 10
2 9 1 4 7 10 32 111 128 -17 -13
83 684 28 400 190 204 296 3,124 2,665 459 17
78 769 31 465 223 326 285 3,349 2,882 467 16
29 251 8 167 151 118 72 1,241 1,073 168 16
3 76 0 30 22 0 10 212 175 37 21
2 59 1 42 38 8 14 334 324 10 3
0 20 0 5 2 0 0 33 33 __ __
7 115 6 92 46 63 50 587 668 -81 -12
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PROBATE AND FAMILY COURT DEPARTMENT 
Caseload Analysis - Fiscal Year 1982
SEPARATE SUPPORT AND 
MAINTENANCE
Barn. Berk. Bristol Dukes Essex Franklin Hampden
Complaints filed 37 17 211 0 272 7 41
Sep. Sup. comp, allowed 4 5 26 1 9 2 22
Sep. Sup. comp, dismissed 5 6 139 1 132 0 0
Temp. ord. of sup. allowed 31 4 239 0 304 0 0
Mod. judgments entered 58 2 0 0 6 61 1
Contempt Complaints filed 12 
DESERTIONS AND LIVING APART
0 12 1 54 130 0
Filed 0 0 44 0 0 0 0
Allowed 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
CUSTODY OF MINORS
Petitions filed 35 19 39 1 173 7 12
Petitions allowed 34 12 2 0 18 3 1
DIVORCE
Original entries 838 684 2,063 49 2,524 374 3,558
Decrees Nisi 715 604 1,823 39 2,069 301 2,062
Complaints dismissed 26 29 137 1 181 34 7
Dismissals under Rule 408 
Divorce Complaints pending
68 63 195 6 458 33 261
(at the end of FY '82) 798 331 869 70 262 286 2,150
Temp, orders of sup. allowed 876 227 864 5 1,140 358 3,768
Mod. judgments entered 58 86 242 6 188 66 1,068
IR. Brkdwn 208, s.lA  filed 392 109 364 21 510 142 168
IR. Brkdwn 208, s.lA  jds.en. 250 97 388 25 834 53 536
IR. Brkdwn 208, s.lB  filed 79 21 1,371 10 1,036 31 560
IR. Brkdwn 208, s.lB  jds. en. 35 7 11 2 534 9 101
Contempt complaints filed 823 227 841 28 1,123 130 1,126
Wage assignments ordered 72 54 255 5 269 14 294
Adoptions 139 106 244 9 365 55 334
210 Section 3
Term. Ptns. filed 2 15 60 0 79 4 51
Term. Ptns. allowed 4 14 49 1 88 3 141
Term. Ptns. denied/dismissed 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
Chapter 209A Petitions
Filed 173 17 50 1 23 15 277
Allowed 284 17 50 1 20 15 200
All Other
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PROBATE AND FAMILY COURT DEPARTMENT 
Caseload Analysis - Fiscal Year 1983
Hamp. Midd. Nant. Norf. Plym. Suffolk Wore.
FY'83
Total
FY'82
Total
Change 
# %
13 298 0 186 156 127 134 1,500 1,786 -286 -16
3 143 0 9 7 21 32 252 437 -185 -42
4 93 0 185 132 94 7 798 861 -63 -7
2 162 0 148 299 82 9 1,280 1,270 10 1
0 6 0 0 0 5 0 139 75 64 85
1 113 0 73 87 76 37 596 543 53 10
0 0 0 65 0 0 0 109 100 9 9
0 0 0 15 0 0 0 16 1 15 150
2 6 0 10 56 110 37 507 555 -48 -9
2 6 0 2 4 194 12 290 274 16 6
569 5,232 25 2,619 1,790 2,141 3,100 25,566 25,048 518 2
485 4,603 21 1,919 1,470 1,588 3,373 21,072 22,640 -1,568 -7
233 618 2 186 183 104 236 1,741 1,887 -146 -8
65 767 6 305 237 329 359 3,152 3,589 -437 -12
474 1,156 18 __ __ 561 2,439 9,414 13,195 -3,781 -29
1,659 2,262 9 1,042 351 598 1,759 14,918 17,750 -2,832 -16
97 535 6 278 161 159 596 3,546 3,195 351 11
148 1,289 13 567 407 420 243 4,793 5,769 -976 -17
189 1,795 13 764 614 673 634 6,865 5,983 882 15
84 1,235 5 520 280 392 559 6,183 5,564 619 11
7 796 1 303 67 132 525 2,530 2,195 335 15
255 2,322 18 1,516 756 767 2,301 12,233 11,967 266 2
87 1,803 1 235 111 116 196 3,512 2,110 1,402 66
57 655 4 186 251 232 345 2,982 2,692 290 11
4 79 0 9 18 169 77 567 726 -159 -22
2 87 0 6 13 172 77 657 775 -118 -15
0 25 0 2 0 14 0 42 52 -10 -19
65 180 0 164 503 337 430 2,235 2,279 -44 -2
50 180 0 95 503 597 430 2,442 2,196 246 11
26,387 26,547 -160 -1
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PROBATE AND FAMILY COURT DEPARTMENT 
Trial List Report Summary 
FY'83 Dispositions
B
a B H
r e F a
n r B r H m
s k r a a P
t s i D E n m s
a h s u s k P h
b i t k s 1 d i
1 r 0 e e i e r
e e 1 s X n n e
Divorces-contested 91 147 456 7 373 195 396 77
Divorces-uncontested 636 492 1,504 42 1,252 240 1,516 477
Separate Support-contested 5 4 90 1 58 2 5 1
Separate Support-uncontested 20 5 218 1 95 0 17 3
Contem pt-contested 609 71 570 11 334 46 639 179
Contem pt-uncontested 189 111 520 0 339 13 641• 123
Contempts Cont'd Contested 220 46 1,057 163 409 15 669 321
M odifications-contested 37 54 174 4 95 42 703 65
M odifications-uncontested 50 38 106 1 102 19 365 68
Equity-contested 22 6 12 2 77 2 16 7
Equity-uncontested 33 6 172 1 49 9 12 11
Adoptions-contested 7 10 24 1 51 4 114 6
Adoptions-uncontested 132 88 225 9 421 52 238 54
209A Petitions-contested 129 2 16 1 33 7 200 55
209A Petitions-uncontested 174 7 34 1 23 8 340 61
Probate M atters-contested 4 8 49 16 6 194 2 184 73
Probate M atters-uncontested 2,966 1,500 3,173 186 6,354 812 3,868 1,815
Motions-contested 736 228 1,746 30 2,581 413 1,726 357
M otions-uncontested 1,965 247 3,863 114 3,578 213 2,042 1,302
TOTAL CONTESTED 1,904 617 4,161 226 4,205 728 4,652 1,141
TOTAL UNCONTESTED 6,165 2,494 9,815 355 12,213 1,366 9,039 3,194
TOTAL // MATTERS HEARD 8,069 3,111 13,976 581 16,418 2,094 13,691 5,055
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PROBATE AND FAMILY COURT DEPARTMENT 
Trial List Report Summary 
FY'83 Dispositions
M N W
i a P 0
d n N 1 S r
d t o y u c
1 u r m f e
e c f o f s
s k 0 u 0 t
e e 1 t 1 e FY'83 FY'82 Change
X t k h k r Totals Totals // %
917 9 463 192 108 629 4,060 3,742 +318 +8
3,706 19 1,555 1,403 2,371 1,915 17,128 18,427 -1,299 -7
28 0 42 54 12 15 317 296 +21 +7
103 0 99 184 83 17 845 1,138 -293 -26
1,185 11 645 362 628 677 5,967 5,106 +861 + 17
640 9 1,088 191 12 911 4,787 4,373 +414 +9
1,189 28 365 1,025 1,481 257 7,245 6,338 +907 + 14
226 4 150 114 49 383 2,100 1,969 + 131 +7
224 3 98 165 55 216 1,510 1,406 + 104 +7
80 3 64 36 36 35 398 353 +45 + 13
66 6 31 34 45 15 490 555 -65 -12
54 0 24 25 91 19 430 385 +45 + 12
322 3 188 253 278 333 2,596 2,519 +77 +3
13 0 48 375 55 317 1,251 1,243 +8 + .1
21 0 102 536 377 644 2,328 2,415 -87 -4
521 28 111 81 153 244 1,710 2,199 -489 -22
15,362 135 5,796 3,073 6,243 4,865 56,148 51,169 +4,979 + 10
4,989 50 1,872 2,304 1,424 1,159 19,615 18,717 +898 +5
6,167 58 3,766 2,329 3,371 1,344 30,359 28,934 +1,425 + 5
9,202 133 3,784 4,568 4,037 3,735 43,093 40,348 -2,745 -7
26,611 233 12,723 8,168 12,835 10,260 116,191 110,936 +5,255 +5
35,813 366 16,507 12,736 16,872 13,995 159,284 151,284 +8,000 +5
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-'ROBATE AND F A M I L Y  C O U R T  D E P A R T M E N T  
F i ve Year Tr en d In O r i g i n a l  E n t r i e s
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PROBATE AND FAMILY COURT DEPARTMENT
Synopsis of Support Collections
Fiscal Year Litigants DPW Total
1975 $ 1,723,844 $ 947,932 $ 2,671,776
1976 3,028,513 1,538,394 4,566,907
1977 5,499,738 2,251,928 7,751,666
1978 7,950,419 3,393,239 11,343,658
1979 9,731,651 4,162,038 13,893,689
1980 14,417,850 5,728,049 20,145,899
1981 17,574,858 7,645,849 25,220,707
1982 21,621,266 8,388,861 30,010,087
1983 26,444,032 7,231,473 33,675,105
Nine Year Total $107,902,171 $ 41,287,763 $ 149,279,894
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PROBATE AND FAMILY COURT DEPARTMENT 
FAMILY SERVICE OFFICE
Support Collection Figures 
Fiscal Year 1983 
By Division
Division Litigants Mass. DPW FY'83
Total
FY'82
Barnstable $1,366,750 $ 501,781 $1,868,531 $ 1,456,910
Berkshire 20,552 2,715 23,267 *
Bristol 1,163,279 317,765 1,481,044 784,064
Dukes No Family Service Office
Essex 3,322,692 773,298 4,095,990 3,051,246
Franklin 150,663 58,266 208,929 151,168
Hampden 1,178,691 440,103 1,618,794 2,025,722
Hampshire 499,117 259,108 758,225 625,892
Middlesex 5,955,965 1,263,716 7,219,681 8,374,681
Nantucket No Family Service Office
Norfolk 4,283,490 998,506 5,281,996 3,911,300
Plymouth 3,444,460 662,551 4,107,011 3,611,218
Suffolk 1,742,551 759,748 2,502,229 1,667,755
Worcester 3,315,422 1,193,916 4,509,338 4,349,631
TOTAL $26,443,632 $7,231,473 $33,675,105 $ 30,010,087
*New Office.
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PROBATE AND FAMILY COURT DEPARTMENT 
Fiscal Year 1983 Statistics
Fees Collected
Division Probates Divorces
Certificates
and
Copies Total
Barnstable 110,093.00 43,222.00 46,926.79 200,243.79
Berkshire 65,186.00 35,848.50 16,970.60 118,005.10
Bristol 143,122.50 118,233.50 45,638.11 306,994.11
Dukes 9,720.00 2,200.00 3,581.50 15,501.50
Essex 258,650.00 154,030.00 72,232.25 484,912.25
Franklin 26,972.60 19,321.50 5,897.74 52,191.84
Hampden 166,197.50 113,016.00 40,871.79 320,085.29
Hampshire 45,950.50 25,550.00 9,401.70 80,902.20
Middlesex 490,074.00 301,375.00 153,468.50 944,917.50
Nantucket 7,195.00 1,250.00 3,390.22 11,835.22
Norfolk 276,345.00 129,040.00 77,963.33 483,348.33
Plymouth 134,234.00 109,626.50 39,485.60 283,346.10
Suffolk 259,716.00 108,894.80 38,451.20 407,062.00
Worcester 240,416.76 162,519.50 58,158.52 461,094.78
FY'83 Total $ 2 ,233,874.86 $ 1,324,127.30 $612,437.85 $4,170,440.01
FY'82 Total $ 2 ,256,307.90 $ 1,447,497.20 $613,787.80 $4,317,592.90
Change $ -22,433.04 -123,369.90 -1 ,349.95 -147,152.89
% -1% -9% -2% -3%
91.

THE SUPERIOR COURT 
DEPARTMENT
Criminal Caseload
- At the s ta r t  of Fiscal Year 1983, there were 5,587 defendants with 
criminal charges pending in the Superior Court Department. By 
the end of the next fiscal year, this figure had decreased by 8 
percent or 413 defendants to 5,156 defendants.
Five divisions reported increases in the number of defendants 
pending.
During the year, 6,419 cases (defendant-based) were commenced. 
Note tha t this figure is based on 13 divisions. Hampden Division 
data was unavailable for the year. This "Commenced" figure is 
therefore understated and not directly comparable to the 7,543 
defendants added in Fiscal Year 1983.
Similarly, in Fiscal Year 1983, 6,872 defendant's cases were 
disposed of in the 13 divisions.
Throughput for the 13 divisions was 107 percent. Dispositions as a 
percentage of the total available caseload for the year was 63 
percent.
Only two divisions had a throughput ratio below 90 percent for 
Fiscal Year 1983. No division disposed of less than 50 percent of 
the total cases available (pending plus commenced) for action 
during the year.
Criminal dispositions for the fiscal year break down as follows:
Fiscal Year 1982 Fiscal Year 1983
By trial 1,167 13% 974 14.1%
By guilty plea 4,702 51% 3,101 45.1%
All other 3,375 36% 2,797 40.7%
Total 9,244 100% 6,872 100%
93
Civil Caseload
- The department began Fiscal Year 1983 with 70,420 cases 
awaiting action. During the year, 31,218 cases were commenced, 
while 28,784 cases were disposed of. The cases pending at the 
close of the year, 72,854, had increased by 3.5 percent or 2,434.
The throughput ratio for the year was 92 percent. Dispositions as 
a percentage of the to ta l available caseload was 28 percent. This 
represents a turnover ra te  of just under one-third of the cases 
available each year.
Cases commenced increased in Fiscal Year 1983 by 721 cases or
2.4 percent over Fiscal Year 1982. Cases disposed of increased by 
45 or .2 percent for the same period.
Civil dispositions break down as follows:
Fiscal Year 1982 Fiscal Year 1983
Before trial/hearing 21,205
During trial/hearing 2,677
By Jury Verdict 843
By Finding of the Court 1,325 
Remand to District 1,227
Court Department 
Other 1,462
28,739
74% 21,548 75%
9% 2,780 10%
3% 876 3%
5% 1,319 5%
5% 434 1%
100% 28,784 100%
28,784TOTAL 100% 100%
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SUPERIOR COURT DEPARTMENT 
Criminal Caseload Analysis 
Fiscal Year '83
Based on a Count of Defendants
Dispositions
Start Cases Total Cases End Change In as a % of Total
Division Pending Commenced Caseload Disposed Of Pending Pending Throughput Caseload
No. %
Barnstable 146 176 322 213 109 -37 -25 121% 66%
Berkshire 39 94 133 91 42 3 8 97% 68%
Bristol* 406 890 1,296 800 496 90 22 90% 62%
Dukes 8 12 20 16 4 -4 -50 133% 80%
Essex 465 488 953 516 437 -28 -6 106% 54%
Franklin* 25 90 115 71 44 19 76 79% 62%
Hampden** 490 — — — 512 22 4 — —
Hampshire 63 100 163 102 61 -2 -3 102% 63%
Middlesex 1,079 1,298 2,377 1,625 752 -327 -30 125% 68%
Nantucket* 8 1 9 6 3 -5 -63 600% 67%
Norfolk 256 358 614 405 209 -47 -18 113% 66%
Plymouth 216 397 613 304 309 93 43 77% 50%
Suffolk 2,265 1,863 4,128 2,055 2,073 -192 -8 110% 50%
Worcester 121 652 773 668 105 -16 -13 102% 86%
DEPT.* 5,587 6,419 12,006 6,872 5,156 -431 -8% 107% 60%
♦ S ta rt pending figure adjusted by physical count. 
♦♦H am pden com m enced and disposition d a ta  unavailable.
SUPERIOR COURT DEPARTMENT 
Criminal Disposition Analysis 
Fiscal Year '83 
Defendant Dispositions
Divisions Trial
// %
Guilty Plea 
// %
Other
# %
Total
Barnstable 17 8.0 98 46.0 98 46.0 213
Berkshire 17 18.7 52 57.1 22 24.2 91
Bristol 35 4.4 333 41.6 432 54.0 800
Dukes 1 6.3 2 12.5 13 81.3 16
Essex 91 17.6 237 45.9 188 36.4 516
Franklin 11 15.5 33 46.5 27 38.0 71
Hampden* — — -- — - - — - -
Hampshire 17 16.7 60 58.8 25 24.5 102
Middlesex 249 15.3 701 43.1 675 41.5 1,625
Nantucket 0 0 4 66.7 2 33.3 6
Norfolk 48 11.8 228 56.3 129 31.9 405
Plymouth 53 17.4 142 46.7 109 35.9 304
Suffolk 311 15.1 756 36.8 988 48.1 2,055
Worcester 124 18.6 455 68.1 89 13.3 668
Department 974 14.1 3,101 45.1 2,797 40.7 6,872
*Hampden Division data unavailable for inclusion in this report.
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SUPERIOR COURT DEPARTMENT 
Criminal Caseflow Comparison 
Fiscal Year '82 - Fiscal Year '83
FY'82
BARNSTABLE 
Start Pending 229
Commenced 184
Disposed Of 267
End Pending 146
BERKSHIRE 
Start Pending 35
Commenced 86
Disposed Of 82
End Pending 39
BRISTOL* 
Start Pending 767
Commenced 769
Disposed Of 1,123
End Pending 413
DUKES 
Start Pending 13
Commenced 11
Disposed Of 16
End Pending 8
* Physical count adjustment made
Change
FY'83 No. %
146 -83 -36
176 -8 -4
213 -54 -20
109 -37 -25
39 4 11
94 8 9
91 9 11
42 3 8
406 -361 -47
890 121 16
800 -323 -29
496 83 20
8 -5 -38
12 1 9
16 -- - -
4 -4 -50
end pending figure in Fiscal Year 1982.
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SUPERIOR COURT DEPARTMENT 
Criminal Caseflow Comparison 
Fiscal Year *82 - Fiscal Year '83
Change
ESSEX
FY'82 FY'83 No. %
Start Pending 425 465 40 9
Commenced 401 488 87 22
Disposed Of 361 516 155 43
End Pending 465 437 -28 -6
FRANKLIN*
Start Pending 49 25 -24 -49
Commenced 76 90 14 18
Disposed Of 97 71 26 27
End Pending 28 44 16 57
HAMPDEN**
Start Pending 1,591 490 -1101 -69
Commenced 1,028 - - — - -
Disposed Of 2,367 - - — - -
End Pending 252 512 260 130
HAMPSHIRE
Start Pending 78 63 -15 -19
Commenced 114 100 -14 -12
Disposed Of 129 102 -27 -21
End Pending 63 61 -2 -3
♦Physical count adjustment made to end pending figure in Fiscal Year 1982. 
♦♦Hampden data for Fiscal Year 1983 unavailable.
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SUPERIOR COURT DEPARTMENT 
Criminal Caseflow Comparison 
Fiscal Year '82 - Fiscal Year '83
FY'82
MIDDLESEX
Start Pending 954
Commenced 1,399
Disposed Of 1,274
End Pending 1,079
NANTUCKET*
Start Pending 3
Commenced 13
Disposed Of 5
End Pending 11
NORFOLK
Start Pending 253
Commenced 365
Disposed Of 362
End Pending 256
PLYMOUTH
Start Pending 260
Commenced 318
Disposed Of 362
End Pending 216
♦Physical count adjustment made to
Change
FY'83 No. %
1,079 125 13
1,298 -101 -7
1,625 351 28
752 -327 -30
8 5 167
1 -12 -92
6 1 20
3 -8 -73
256 3 1
358 -7 -2
405 43 12
209 -47 -18
216 -44 -17
397 79 25
304 -58 -16
309 93 43
end pending figure in Fiscal Year 1982.
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SUPERIOR COURT DEPARTMENT 
Criminal Casefiow Comparison 
Fiscal Year ’82 - Fiscal Year '83
FY'82 FY'83
Change
No. %
SUFFOLK 
Start Pending 2,312 2,265 -47 -2
Commenced 1,932 1,863 -89 -5
Disposed Of 1,999 2,055 56 3
End Pending 2,265 2,073 -192 -8
WORCESTER
Start Pending 94 121 27 29
Commenced 827 652 -175 -21
Disposed Of 800 668 -132 -17
End Pending 121 105 -16 -13
Department Total***
Start Pending 7,063 5,587 -1,476 -21
Commenced 7,543 6,419 -1,124 -15
Disposed Of 9,244 6,872 -2,372 -26
End Pending 5,362 5,156 -206 -4
***Physical count adjustment made to end pending figure in Fiscal Year 1982.
101 .
SUPERIOR COURT DEPORTMENT 
Analysis Of Trends In The Flow Of Civil Cases
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SUPERIOR COURT DEPARTMENT 
Civil Caseflow Analysis 
Fiscal Year '83
Division
Start
Pending
Cases
Commenced
Total
Caseload
Cases
Disposed Of
End
Pending
Change In 
Pending Throughput
Dispositions 
as a % of Total 
Caseload
Barnstable 2,441 1,016 3,457 924 2,533
No.
92
%
4 91% 27%
Berkshire 932 452 1,384 441 943 11 1 98% 32%
Bristol* 2,284 1,840 4,124 1,932 2,192 -92 4 105% 47%
Dukes 146 76 222 51 171 25 17 67% 23%
Essex 9,217 3,117 12,334 1,947 10,387 1,170 13 62% 16%
Franklin 342 179 521 216 305 -37 -11 121% 41%
Hampden 3,461 1,828 5,289 1,608 3,681 220 6 88% 30%
Hampshire 873 385 1,258 344 914 41 5 89% 27%
Middlesex 14,998 7087 22,085 7,075 15,010 12 .1 99% 32%
Nantucket 65 37 102 40 62 -3 -5 108% 39%
Norfolk 5,826 3,250 9,076 2,788 6,288 462 8 86% 31%
Plymouth* 3,355 1,961 5,316 2,451 2,865 -490 -15 125% 46%
Suffolk 22,986 7,082 30,068 6,290 23,778 792 3 89% 21%
Worcester 3 , 494 2,908 6,402 2,677 3,725 231 7 92% 42%
DEPT.* 70,420 31,218 101,638 28,784 72,854 2,434 3.5 92% 28%
*Start pending for FY'83 for the Department is 16 cases below the end pending figure for Fy'82. This is due to 
physical count corrections made to the Bristol (-6) and Plymouth (-10) Divisions' Fy'83 s tar t  pending figure.
NOTE: Throughput is the ratio of dispositions per 100 cases commenced.
104.
SUPERIOR COURT DEPARTMENT 
Civil Disposition Analysis 
Fiscal Year '83
Before During After Jury After Court
Divisions Trial/Hearing Trial/Hearing Verdict Finding Remanded Other Total
it % it % it % it % it % it %
Barnstable 793 85.8 5 .5 1 .1 33 3.6 80 8.7 12 1.3 924
Berkshire 342 77.6 34 7.7 7 1.6 40 9.1 16 3.6 2 .5 441
Bristol 1,359 70.3 362 18.7 75 3.9 68 3.5 63 3.3 5 .3 1,932
Dukes 38 74.5 10 19.6 1 1.9 2 3.9 0 0 0 0 51
Essex 1,517 77.9 158 8.1 46 2.4 116 5.9 110 5.7 0 0 1,947
Franklin 161 74.5 12 5.6 6 2.8 28 12.9 6 2.8 3 1.4 216
Hampden 1,137 70.7 25 1.6 51 3.2 50 3.1 305 18.9 40 2.5 1,608
Hampshire 157 45.6 12 3.5 15 4.4 114 33.1 36 10.5 10 2.9 344
Middlesex 4,972 70.3 910 12.9 341 4.8 343 4.9 477 6.7 32 .5 7,075
Nantucket 34 85 0 0 1 2.5 5 12.5 0 0 0 0 40
Norfolk 2,546 91.3 0 0 30 1.1 32 1.2 138 4.9 42 1.5 2,788
Plymouth 1,188 48.5 1,054 43 60 2.5 74 3.0 18 .7 57 2.3 2,451
Suffolk
ct-00•“H 82.4 138 2.2 171 2.7 357 5.7 209 3.3 231 3.7 6,290
Worcester 2,120 79.2 60 2.2 71 2.7 57 2.1 369 13.8 0 0 2,677
Dept. 21,548 74.9 2,780 9.7 876 3.0 1,319 4.6 1,827 6.4 434 1.5 28,784
SUPERIOR COURT DEPARTMENT 
Civil Caseflow Comparison 
Fiscal Year '82 - Fiscal Year '83
FY'82 FY'83 No.
Change
%
BARNSTABLE 
Start Pending 2,196 2,441 245 11.
Commenced 1,057 1,016 -41 -3 .
Disposed Of 812 924 112 13.
End Pending 2 , H I 2,533 92 3.
BERKSHIRE
Start Pending 796 932 136 17.
Commenced 474 452 -22 -4.
Disposed Of 338 441 103 30.
End Pending 932 943 11 1.
BRISTOL*
Start Pending 2,310 2,284 -26 -1 .
Commenced 1,812 1,840 28 1.
Disposed Of 1,832 1,932 100 5.
End Pending 2,290 2,192 -98 -4.
DUKES
Start Pending 125 146 21 16.
Commenced 74 76 2 2.
Disposed Of 5k 51 -3 -5.
End Pending 146 171 25 17.
♦Physical count adjustments made to end pending figure in Fiscal Year 1982.
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SUPERIOR COURT DEPARTMENT 
Civil Caseflow Comparison 
Fiscal Year '82 - Fiscal Year '83
FY'82 FY'83 No.
Change
%
ESSEX
Start Pending 8,01*1 9,217 1,203 15.
Commenced 2,729 3,117 388 1*1.
Disposed Of 1,526 1,9*17 *121 27.
End Pending 9,217 10,387 1 ,170 12.
FRANKLIN 
Start Pending 35*1 3*f2 -12 -3.
Commenced 13*1 179 *15 33.
Disposed Of l*i6 216 70 *17.
End Pending 3*12 305 -37 -10.
HAMPDEN 
Start Pending 3,283 3,*161 178 5.
Commenced 1,806 1,828 22 1.
Disposed Of 1,628 1,608 -20 -1.
End Pending 3,*161 3,681 220 6.
HAMPSHIRE 
Start Pending 817 873 56 6.
Commenced 375 385 10 2.
Disposed Of 319 3*1*1 25 7.
End Pending 873 91*1 *ll *1.
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SUPERIOR COURT DEPARTMENT 
Civil Caseflow Comparison 
Fiscal Year '82 - Fiscal Year '83
FY'82 FY'83 No.
Change
%
MIDDLESEX 
Start Pending 15,267 14,998 -269 -1 .8
Commenced 6,698 7,087 389 5 .8
Disposed Of 7,167 7,075 92 1.3
End Pending 14,998 15,010 12 .1
NANTUCKET 
Start Pending 88 65 -23 -26.1
Commenced 57 37 -20 -35.1
Disposed Of 80 40 -40 -50 .0
End Pending 65 62 -3 -4 .6
NORFOLK
Start Pending 6,321 5,826 -495 -7 .8
Commenced 3,165 3,250 85 2.7
Disposed Of 3,660 2,788 -872 -23 .8
End Pending 5,826 6,288 462 7 .9
PLYMOUTH*
Start Pending 3,590 3,355 -235 -6 .5
Commenced 2,033 1,961 -72 -3 .5
Disposed Of 2,258 2,451 193 8.5
End Pending 3,365 2,865 -500 -14 .9
♦Physical count adjustm ents made to end pending figure in Fiscal Year 1982.
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SUPERIOR COURT DEPARTMENT
Civil Caseflow Comparison 
Fiscal Year '82 - Fiscal Year '83
SUFFOLK
FY'82 FY'83 No.
Change
%
Start Pending 21,910 22,986 1,076 4.9
Commenced 6,972 7,082 110 1.6
Disposed Of 3,896 23,778 792 3.4
End Pending 22,986 23,778 792 3.4
WORCESTER
S tart Pending 3,606 3,494 -112 -3.1
Commenced 2,911 2,908 -3 -.1
Disposed Of 3,023 2,677 -346 -11.4
End Pending 3 , 4 9 4 3,723 231 6.6
D epartm ent Total*
S tart Pending 68,678 70,420 1,742 2.5
Commenced 30,497 31,218 721 2.4
Disposed Of 28,739 28,784 45 .2
End Pending 70,436 72,834 2,418 3.4
*Start pending figure for FY'83 for the D epartm ent and for the Bristol and 
Plymouth Divisions differs from the corresponding end pending figure for 
FY'82 due to a physical count adjustm ent made to the Bristol (-6) and 
Plymouth (-10) s ta r t pending figure for FY'83.
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THE OFFICE OF THE 
COMMISSIONER OF 
PROBATION
INTRODUCTION
The establishm ent and im plem entation of statew ide standards of probation 
work, mandated by the 1978 Court Reorganizatioon legislation, were com pleted, to 
a substantial degree, by the end of 1982.
Standards for C ertain O ffice Procedures for the Probation Offices of the 
Superior, Probate and Family, D istrict, Boston Municipal, and Juvenile Court 
Departments, were promulgated on August 23, 1983. These standards, the most 
time-consuming and difficult to  develop, involved a large probation field task force 
and a smaller task force from the Commissioner's O ffice.
With the completion of this lengthy task, all th a t remains in the Standards 
Establishment process is to com plete the development of investigation, mediation 
and support enforcem ent standards pertinent to the Probate and Family Court 
Probation Offices, and, as prescribed in G.L. Chap. 276, Sec.99, to develop 
standards and procedures for the perform ance evaluation of probation officers and 
supervising probation officers.
A significant portion of our Management Information Data, so im portant to 
the Chief A dm inistrative Justice, the Chief Justice of certain  Trial Court 
Departm ents and the Commissioner of Probation, is generated from the Monthly 
Reports of Probation A ctivities subm itted by each probation office. This office, 
with a com m ittee of Chief Probation O fficers, reviewed and assessed all the 
Monthly Report data being requested so th a t only information essential to the 
management needs of the Chief Justices and the Commissioner, plus information 
pertinent to the Chief Probation O fficers, would be gathered. The revised
reporting forms under the Standard for the Monthly Reports of Probation 
Activities, were established on September 12, 1983, to  be used commencing with 
the January, 198^, monthly report.
The M assachusetts Probation A ccreditation Commission, during 1983, 
certified  to the Commissioner, th a t four probation offices had com pleted all 
requirem ents and were eligible for accreditation. The Commissioner formally 
accredited them with cerem onies a t each court: the Hingham Division Probation 
Office and the Dudley Division Probation Office of the D istrict Court Departm ent; 
and the Berkshire County Probation Office, and the Bristol County Probation 
Office of the Superior Court D epartm ent. This brings to nine the number of 
accredited probation offices in the Trial Court.
More and more on-going training for over one thousand probation officers 
presents a challenge in tim e, resources, and logistics for the Office of the 
Commissioner. In addition to four Management Training Seminars, two five-day 
Basic O rientation Courses for new probation officers, and a number of regional 
training sessions involving Office Procedures Standards, changes in the offender 
record reporting form to Probation C entral File, and changes in the Month Report 
of Probation Activities, this office conducted training sessions in the following 
areas (next page):
109.
The Alcoholic Offender
The New DUIL S tatu te  
Progressive Discipline 
Surrender of the Probationer 
Mental Health and Chapter 123 
Substance Abuse 
Child Support Enforcem ent
The Probation Central File continues to serve in able fashion the requests for 
court offender record information from the courts, law enforcem ent agencies, and 
a number of other agencies certified  to receive such data. Additionally, we serve a 
large number of individuals coming to our main office seeking a copy of their own 
record.
LEGISLATION
Legislation of in terest to the M assachusetts Probation Service in 1983 
included:
Chapter 301 of Acts of 1982.
An Act Providing the Location of C ertain Absent Parents and the Establishment 
and Enforcem ent of C ertain Child Support Orders.
Chapter ^71 of Acts of 1982.
An Act Relative to the Collection of A Fee for Child Support Enforcement 
Services.
Chapter 581 of Acts of 1982.
An Act establishing a Set-O ff Debt Collection Procedure to Collect Support Debts.
Chapter 117 of Acts of 1983.
An Act Relative to the Review Procedures in C ertain Protective and Care of 
Children Cases in the Juvenile Court.
Chapter 120 of Acts of 1983.
An Act Further Regulating the Sealing of Records a fte r a Pardon.
110.
C hapter 233 of Acts of 1983.
An Act to Provide a Revenue Enforcem ent and Protection Program for the 
Commonwealth.
Chapter 312 of Acts of 1983.
An Act Further Regulating the Sealing of C ertain  Criminal Records.
Chapter 273 of Acts of 1983.
An Act to Establish a C om m ittee for Public Counsel Services (for indigency and 
partial indigency).
COURT DECISIONS
Listed below are a number of Court Decisions noted during the calendar year 
1983 which are considered to have an im pact on the Probation Service:
Commonwealth v. C ollett
387 Mass. 423
Where the Commonwealth seeks to compel a social worker to disclose all 
communications made to her relevant to the murder of a child, we rule (1) 
th a t both parties and non-parties have the right to assert the "social worker's 
privelege" against the disclosure of any information given her in a 
professional capacity (2) just as long as the information involved was not a 
"com munication...reveal(ing) the contem plation or commission of a crime or 
a harmful act."
Freeman v. Chaplic 
14 Mass. App. C t. 493
Even though a minor's parents have consented (pursuant to G.L., C. 201, 5) to 
the appointm ent of certain  guardians of the minor, a probate judge may 
appoint another party  as guardian without finding th a t the parents are "unfit" 
under the s ta tu te .
Commonwealth v. Murphy 
389 Mass. 316
Even though defendant whose case was continued was assigned to an alcohol 
education program in 1978 following charges of driving under the influence of 
intoxicating liquor, tha t asignment may constitutionally be the basis for 
imposing the "second offender" penalties set forth in a 1982 amendm ent to 
the "drunk driving" laws if he is convicted of a similar violation a fte r the 
effective date of tha t amendment.
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COURT DECISIONS (continued)
Michnik-Zilberman v. Gordon
14 Mass. App. C t. 533 
Held:
A liquor store may be liable if it sells beer to a minor who is not intoxicated 
and does not drink it for several hours, but then becomes intoxicated and 
fatally  injures someone with his car.
Commonwealth v. A Juvenile
387 Mass. 678
Even though this seventeen (17) year old defendant is himself on public 
w elfare, there is "nothing in our s ta tu tes  relating to juveniles nor in logic 
th a t prevents a court from ordering a juvenile fa ther of an illegitim ate 
child...to provide support for his illegitim ate child."
Doe v. Doe
16 Mass. App. C t. 499
Held:
Although a child's mother is a lesbian living with another woman, she should 
not, based on this fac t alone, be denied the opportunity to share joint custody 
of the child with his father.
Commonwealth v. Galvin
388 Mass. 326
Where a man was acquitted on charges on nonsupport of an illegitim ate child 
under G.L., C. 273, 15, a pa tern ity  adjudication made in the course of those 
proceedings will not survive the acquittal.
Commonwealth v. Duquette 
386 Mass. 834
Even though defendant (charged with wanton injury to property) "admits to 
sufficient facts" a t a second tie r D istrict Court appearance and the m atter is 
continued without a finding, a third judge cannot find defendant guilty in the 
absence of a formal w ritten waiver of a jury tria l.
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l a b o r  r e l a t io n s
During calendar year 19S3, the Office of the Commissioner of Probation 
provided on-going day-to-day advice and counsel to field probation management 
personnel relating to a variety of labor relations m atters.
The Office of the Commissioner of Probation conducted 11 "internal affairs" 
disciplinary investigations; held 16 "Step 2" grievance hearings; participated  in 
three arbitration actions; assisted in the preparation of eight civil actions to  which 
the Office of the Commissioner of Probation was a party; and continued to 
participate in the negotiation of the Labor Agreem ent between the Chief 
Administrative Justice of the Trial Court and the O ffice of Professional Employees 
International Union, Local 6, AFL-CIO.
PROBATION CENTRAL FILE
Statistics compiled for Probation C entral File (PCF) activ ity  show the 
following for calendar year 1983:
Input into the system (including arraignm ents, subsequent actions, e tc .) - 
697,800
Inquiries to  the system (from all resources) - 493,337
Looking more closely a t the type of inquiries to  the system, the volume of 
telephone inquiries increased 55% from 1981 to 1983, teletype inquiries increased 
24%, mail inquiries increased 73%, and record requests made in person increased 
33%.
As an intregal part of the M assachusetts Trial Court Information Network, 
the P.C.F. has been a major priority for both Chief A dm inistrative Justice Arthur 
M. Mason and Commissioner of Probation Joseph P. Foley.
Considerable progress has been made toward increasing the efficiency and 
effectiveness of the manual P.C.F. system.
a. The infamous "shoe boxes" have been reduced down to  zero from the high 
of 2,800.
b. The search for an individual record in the manual system has been reduced 
from an average tim e of three minutes to an average tim e of one and a 
half minutes.
c. Arrangements are being worked out with the Departm ent of Correction to 
get warrant information on D.O.C. absconders into the P.C.F. files within 
24 hours. This will be a big increase in public safety. If a person is picked 
up for another offense, P.C.F. staff will have D.O.C. warrant information 
on the offender.
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d. Comparative data for calendar year 1981 - 1982 and 1983 shows P.C.F. is 
caught in the classic "Catch 22" situation. The more improvement 
brought to the manual system, the more demands being placed on the
system.
MICROFILMING
At the close of the calendar year 1983, 188,528 court offender records were 
placed on microfilm, bringing the to ta l records microfilmed to 2,274,340.
The records selected for microfilming in 1983 were:
deceased persons records
sealed records
- persons with date of birth prior to 1915
- records tha t have been inactive for the past 15 years.
SEALED RECORDS
During the calendar year 1983, 7,158 court offender records were sealed. A 
to ta l of 113,293 records are now in the sealed record file.
COMPUTERIZATION
The Trial Court Burroughs B1800 com puter system will be dedicated 
exclusively for OCP use in March, 1984. Currently, four new disk drives are being 
added to the computer system, giving a to ta l storage capacity of two billion 
characters. In addition, two high-speed tape drives, each capable of recording 
200,000 characters per second, are currently being installed.
The criminal offender online system consists of an inactive and an active 
system. The microfilm inactive offender online system is currently in production. 
Identifying information and microfilm location numbers are being entered into the 
computer for those offenders who have not been in court for the last 15 years. All 
case information is being stored on microfilm and can be quickly retrieved. The 
active offender online system will s ta rt production in March, 1984, and consists of 
information on all offenders who are presently active in the court system. All 
offender records will be stored in the com puter for instant re trieval. There will be 
a need for P.C.F. to continue to operate as both a manual and computerized system 
for a t least the next five years. During this five-year period, a computerized data 
base will be established.
FEES FOR RECORD SEARCHES
The Office of the Commissioner of Probation collected $29,866,89 in fees for 
calendar year ending 1983 in accordance with M assachusetts General Laws, 
Chapter 276, Section 100 which reads in part as follows: "...Commissioner of
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Probation shall collect information...The information so obtained and recorded shall 
not be regarded as public records and shall not be open for public inspection but 
shall be accessible to the justices and probation officers of the courts, to the 
police, city marshals, and to such departm ents of the s ta te  and local governments 
as the Commissioner may determ ine. Upon payment of a fee of three dollars for 
each search, such records shall be accessible to such departm ents of the federal 
government and to such educational and charitable corporations and institutions as 
the Commissioner may determ ine."
MANAGEMENT INFORMATION SYSTEM
The Office of the Commissioner of Probation implemented a Management 
Information System in 1981. In 1983, the Management Information System 
witnessed three major changes in the processing of monthly probation inform ation. 
The primary change to the Management Information System included a new, 
shortened Monthy Report of Probation A ctivity form, (MRPA). During 1983, two 
Advisory Com m ittees m et to identify specific probation information th a t was of 
g reatest use to  the local probation offices and to the Commissioner of Probation. 
Moreover, they were contem plating the key probation variables reported by the 
local offices th a t could maximize the use of a com puterized information system. 
One com m ittee consisted of representatives from the Office of the Commissioner 
of Probation especially those concerned with Regional Administration and the 
other consisted of representative chief probation officers from the local offices. 
Recommendations for the new MRPA were made by both groups. Following the 
recommendations, another meeting was held to confirm the components of the new 
MRPA form, thus establishing the groundwork for implementing the new MRPA 
form in January, 198^. Secondly, another major change to the Management 
Information System occurred as an outgrowth of the Chief Advisory C om m ittee. 
At the chief's request, all probation variables reported on the new MRPA form will 
be used to compile the com parative reports tha t dem onstrate the year-to -date  
trends in probation activ ity . Lastly, a public relations form at was developed during
1983. It was designed to give the local office chiefs a chance to highlight, for the 
local media, the im portant shifts in probation activ ity  in their probation offices.
RESEARCH
Under Chapter 276, Section 98, the Commissioner of Probation is mandated 
to "compile, evaluate, and make available for official use and public 
education ...sta tistical information on delinquency, crim e, and appropriate family 
m atters..."
D ata is drawn from various sources, including the Monthly Report of 
Probation A ctivity subm itted by each probation office, which is incorporated into 
the M anagement Information Printout Data from individual court appearance 
records are also analyzed to produce research reports on special criminal justice 
topics.
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In 1983, the Research and S tatistical Bureau published the following research 
reports:
* Driving Under the Influence of Liquor: Dispositions and Sentences in Drivers 
Alcohol Education Programs 1977 - 1982.
* Comparative Analysis of Driving Under the Influence of Liquor January - June 
1982 and 1983.
* Driving Under the Influence of Liquor: M assachusetts Arraignments by Court 
1981 - 1983.
* Drug Arraignments in M assachusetts: A Longitudinal Perspective 1973 - 1981.
* Juvenile Delinquency Arraignments in M assachusetts by Court 1969 - 1982.
* Adult Arraignments in M assachusetts by Court 1969 - 1982.
* Substance Abuse and Crime: A Profile of Probationers under Risk/Need 
Supervision in M assachusetts.
In addition, the Research s ta ff assisted numerous outside certified  agencies 
with research projects which, in order to be accomplished, required access to 
criminal history records from the Probation C entral File. A to ta l of 3,22k court 
appearance records from the Probation Central File were analyzed for in-house and 
outside agency research purposes in 1983.
During 1983, the Research and S tatistical Bureau received 220 requests for 
copies of various research reports published by the Office of the Commissioner of 
Probation. These studies were mailed ail across the United S tates as well as to 
Europe. These reports have been requested by S tate  Legislatures, members of the 
U.S. Congress, Drug/Alcohol Abuse Commissions, University Libraries, Law 
Libraries, Public Libraries, and Resource Information C enters. The studies have 
been used by professors and students at colleges and universities, probation 
officers, judges, and the media, in addition to being reprinted in professional 
journals.
REGIONAL ADMINISTRATION
The purpose of the Regional Probation Administration is to promote 
continued professional excellence in the local probation offices. In 1983, Regional 
Probation Administrators conducted regularly scheduled site visits in each of the 
local probation offices. Such visits have proven to be an excellent tool for 
responding to the particular concerns, issues, needs, and strengths of each 
probation office.
In addition, a to ta l of 35 Regional Chief Probation Officers Meetings were 
held throughout the Commonwealth in 1983. Those meetings provided a forum for 
the discussion of policy, procedural, legal, personnel, eth ical, and contractual 
issues common to all the local offices, as well as for consideration of m atters 
pertaining to the more specialized in terests of the various Trial Court 
D epartm ents.
In addition to the Regional Meetings, Chief Probation Offices dealing with 
juveniles requested and receive the cooperation of the Office of the Commissioner
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of Probation in pianning regular meeting of Juvenile Chiefs to consider and deal 
with those issues peculiar to juvenile probation.
Finally, the monitoring of standards has helped to promote compliance with 
professional standards promulgated by the Commissioner of Probation. In 1983, 
teams of Regional Probation Adm inistrators monitored every probation office in 
the Commonwealth relative to compliance with Investigation, Supervision, and 
Risk/Need Classification Standards. The process provided a qualitative look a t 
standards implementation in each probation office and gave both Regional 
Probation Administrators and Chief Probation O fficers a basis for setting 
reasonable goals for continued progress.
ACCREDITATION
As 1982 was a transitional year for the M assachusetts Probation Acceditation 
Commission (MPAC), 1983 was a year of productivity.
A fter spending the majority of 1982 reorganizing the process, the standards 
and the organizational structu re  of accreditation, 1983 was devoted to promoting 
the concept of accreditation and providing the necessary technical assistance to 
probation offices in order th a t they would be prepared to en ter the accreditation 
process.
In January, 20 site team  participants com pleted an extensive training 
program, conducted by the MPAC staff. They were trained in both the 
accreditation standards and in the verification techniques employed in conducting a 
compliance audit.
In March, the probation offices of the Dudley and Hingham Division of the 
D istrict Court D epartm ent became the first two probation offices certified  for 
accreditation by the M assachusetts Probation Accreditation Commission under the 
new process and the sixth and seventh offices in the Commonwealth to become 
accreditated .
In July, the Berkshire county probation office of the Superior Court 
Departm ent became the first Superior court probation office to be accred ita ted . 
In November, it was followed by the Bristol County probation office of the Superior 
Court D epartm ent. Accordingly, four of the nine probation offices which have 
been accreditated  to date were certified  during 1983.
In addition to the four offices receiving accreditation awards, fourteen other 
offices have formally applied for accreditation. Orientations were provided to ten 
offices who are in terested  in learning more about the benefits of accreditation.
Another substantital accomplishment made during 1983 was the development 
of accreditation standards unique to the Probate and Family Court D epartm ent. 
These standards, which were developed by the A ccreditation Standards Com m ittee 
in the area of Intake, Mediation, Investigation, Support Collection and Enforcement 
and Community Services were promulgated by the MPAC in August and distributed 
to the Probate and Family Court Departm ents throughout the Commonwealth in 
September.
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The M assachusetts Probation A ccreditation Com m ittee looks forward with 
anticipation to awarding certifica tes  of accreditation to a record number of offices 
during 1984.
STANDARDS
In 1978, the M assachusetts general court passed legislation tha t created a 
single unified Trial Court System. As a part of this court reorganization 
legislation, the Commissioner of Probation was required to crea te  unified standards 
of procedure in all probation offices in the Commonwealth. With approximately 
1,000 probation officers and 600 support s ta ff personnel, this has proved to be a 
considerable exercise in organization development.
Between 1978 and 1983, Standards have been promulgated for the probation 
offices in the Superior, D istrict/Boston Municipal, and Juvenile Court 
Departm ents.
The areas th a t the Standards cover are: Probation O fficer Investigations, 
Risk/Need Classification, Community Supervision, Surrender and Revocation, 
Inter- and In tra-S tate  Transfer of Cases, Transm ittal of Information to Jails and 
Houses of Correction, Jury-of-Six Procedures, and Reporting of Offender 
Information to Probation Central File. In 1983, two additional Standards were 
promulgated: Standards for C ertain Office Procedures and Standards for the 
Management Information System ("Monthly Reports of Probation Activities").
Monitoring of these Standards is an on-going process, and modifications are 
made to the Standards with input from the Chief Probation Officers.
The successful development and im plem entation of the Office of the 
Commissioner of Probation Standards, forms, rules, and procedures are the result 
of a close collaborative effo rt and com m itm ent on the part of the OCP and local 
probation offices.
RISK/NEED CLASSIFICATION
In 1983, the Office of the Commissioner of Probation received a $10,000 
research grant from the Chicago Resource C enter en titled  "Controlling Offenders 
in the Community: The Effectiveness of Community Sanctions in Massachusetts". 
Research personnel have been gathering data on all Septem ber, 1982, Risk/Need 
supervision cases for the past year from Superior, District/BM C, and Juvenile 
Courts. Data has been obtained from Risk/Need assessment forms, criminal
history records, and questionnaires in regard to surrender practices.
Approximately 2,000 Risk/Need cases will represent all crim inal/juvenile courts in 
the Commonwealth of M assachusetts, adult and juveniles, felonies and 
misdemeanors.
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RISK/NEED CLASSIFICATION
The project will include com puter-assisted analysis of the following:
* revalidation of the M assachusetts Risk/Need Classification system, last tested  
in September, 1981, and proven a t tha t tim e to be statistically  the most 
accurate risk prediction instrum ent used in probation in the United States:
* analysis of a number of variables related to probation supervision practices;
* analysis of probation surrender practices;
* analysis of the effectiveness of probation supervision as a risk reduction process 
in controlling the offender within the community;
* analysis of cost avoidance for the Commonwealth, by the use of probation 
supervision as an effective alternative to incarceration.
All of these issues re la te  to recent public policy in titiatives taken by the
judiciary, the legislature, and the Governor's Anti-Crime Council in dealing with
correctional policies.
TRAINING
The 1983 training year saw the continuance of some traditional training 
programs as well as the introduction of a number of new series. The variety of 
training offerings can generally be categorized as follows:
I. Management Training;
II. O rientation;
III. Topical Subjects;
IV. Standards Training.
The following tables represent the training programs offered by OCP during 
1983 and include the number of personnel attending each workshop.
I. Management Training
Month Topic 1
March Management Theory 32
April Management Review (2) 60
dune Management Theory 30
TOTAL 122
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IL O rientation
Month Topic #
June O rientation/N ew  P.O.'s 27
December Orientation/N ew  P.O.'s 44
TOTAL 71
Topical Workshops
Month Topic #
March Surrender (4) 105
April Alcoholic O ff.-Intro (4) 150
April Alcoholic Off.-Adv. (2) 50
May The new DUIL Law (4) 150
June Prog. Discipline (4) 108
September Surrender (2) 75
September Mental Health and
Chapter 123 35
October Mental Health and
Chapter 123 71
October Alcoholic O ff.-Intro. (3) 98
October Alcoholic Off.-Adv. (3) 82
November Child Support
Enforcem ent (2) 76
November Substance Abuse 35
December Substance Abuse 30
December Child Support
Enforcem ent (3) 110
TOTAL 1,176
Month Topic £
January CP-I Reporting (3) 75
February CP-I Reporting (9) 192
September Office Procedures (2) 141
October Office Procedures (6) 255
November Monthly Report of 
Probation A ctivities (5) 151
December Monthly Report of 
Probation A ctivities (2) _48
TOTAL 862
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TRAINING (continued)
The workshops on the new drunk-driver law and on child support enforcem ent 
were co-sponsored by the Mass. Division of Alcoholism and the Mass. Departm ent 
of Public Welfare, respectively. OCP is indebted to those agencies, whose 
generous assistance insured mutually rewarding programs.
In the closing months of 1983, an extensive training needs survey was 
conducted throughout the probation service. Over 100 personal interviews were 
conducted across the s ta te  with a representative group of probation personnel. In 
addition, over 600 questionnaires were com pleted and returned to OCP. The 
results of th a t survey will form the basis for future training programs.
INTERSTATE COMPACT FOR ADULTS
The in te rs ta te  movement of adult probationers is handled under the Adult 
In terstate  Probation and Parole Compact; the Commissioner of Probation is Deputy 
Administrator for M assachusetts in adult probation m atters, being responsible for 
all probationers.
In 1983, M assachusetts probation officers supervised 1,364 adult probationers 
from other s ta tes , while 912 M assachusetts probationers were transferred for 
supervision by probation officers to other s ta tes  where the probationers would be 
residing.
M assachusetts probation officers, through the Office of the Commissioner of 
Probation, a t the request of Compact Administrators of other sta tes, also 
conducted 507 pre-sentence investigations of M assachusetts residents who were 
arraigned and tried in criminal courts of other s ta tes .
INTERSTATE COMPACT FOR JUVENILES
The Commissioner of Probation is the M assachusetts Administrator of the 
In terstate  Compact for Juveniles, which provides:
* coorperative supervision of delinquent juveniles between subscribing 
states;
* return from one s ta te  to another of delinquent juveniles who have escaped 
or absconded from the Departm ent of Youth Services (DYS);
* return from one s ta te  to another of non-delinquent juveniles who have run 
away from home.
In 1983, 233 juveniles on probation in other sta tes, but now residing in 
M assachusetts, were transferred  into and supervised by M assachusetts probation 
offices, while 185 M assachusetts juvenile probationers now residing elsewhere were 
transferred  to other s ta tes for probation supervision.
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In 1983, 127 M assachusetts juveniles who had escaped or absconded from DYS 
were returned to  M assachusetts from other s ta tes , while 37 were returned to other 
s ta tes  from M assachusetts.
CHILDREN IN NEED OF SERVICES
The Boston, W orcester, Springfield, and Bristol County Divisions of the 
Juvenile Court D epartm ent, and the juvenile sessions of a number of divisions of 
the D istrict Court D epartm ent, have jurisdiction over Children in Need of Services. 
These cases include stubborn and runaway children under 17 years of age and 
truants and school offenders 6 to 16 years of age.
In 1983, 3,691 applications for CHINS petitions were considered, and 2,661 
petitions were allowed. This compares to 4,179 CHINS applications in 1982, with 
2,429 petitions allowed.
CARE AND PROTECTION
In 1983, 1,881 petitions were brought before the Commonwealth's courts on 
behalf of children in need of care and protection, th a t is, children who were 
allegedly abused and/or neglected and were under the age of 18. This figure 
compares to  1,394 care and protection petitions brought before the courts in 1982.
In 1983, of the children making initial court appearances on care and 
protection petitions, 946 were boys (50.3%) and 935 were girls (49.7%).
DELINQUENCY ARRAIGNMENTS
According to data subm itted on the Montly Reports of Probation Activities, 
18,122 juveniles were arraigned on delinquency complaints statew ide in 1983. 
Comparing the 1983 volume of juvenile arraignm ents (N= 18,122) to  the 1982 
volume of juvenile arraignm ents (N=20,799), there has been a 12.8% decrease. 
Since 1978, juvenile arraignm ents statew ide have declined 36.2%.
COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT OF YOUTH SERVICES
A juvenile or d istrict court division may decide th a t a delinquent child needs 
rehabilitation trea tm en t outside the home community. Upon adjudication, such a 
child may be com m itted to the Departm ent of Youth Services for evaluation and 
rehabilitation.
During 1983, 1,233 delinquent children were com m itted to DYS (unless sooner 
discharged by DYS) for services. In 1982, 1,449 delinquent children were 
com m itted to DYS.
These sta tistics  do not include a large number of arrested  or children 
temporarily com m itted for custodial purposes, who were charged with delinquency.
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COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 
O FFIC E  OF THE COMMISSIONER OF PROBATION
NEW ENTRIES IN THE SUPERIOR COURT DEPARTM ENT
COURT RARE
NEW 
ENTRIES 
OAN-DEC, 81
NEW 
ENTRIES 
OAN-OEC, 82
NEW 
ENTRIES 
OAN-DEC, 83
PERCENT
CHANGE
1981-1982
PERCENT
CHANGE
1982-1983
PERCENT
CHANGE
1 9 8 1 - 1 9 8 3
BA RNSTABLE 204 1/5 1 d2 -14.2 4.0 - 1 0 . /
BERKSHIRE 60 63 l i2 5.0 7 7 . 7 8f> .6
BR ISTOL 640 949 6 ,0 4 / .5 - 3 2 .5 -0 .4
OURFS b 8 A 33. 0 -50.0 -03.0
E5 SEX 440 423 3 99 "4*5 -5 .6 -9 .9
R A ‘ R L I N 8b 64 bl -25.5 “ 4 «6 -29.0
HA HPÜEK 1,2/4 950 9 95 -25.4 4 . / - 2 1 . 8
HA HFSHIRE 14/ 12/ / 4 -10 .6 - 4 1 . / -49.6
HIDCLEiE X 9 90 1,501 806 51.6 -46 .0 -18.5
NA NTUCRE T 8 0 2 -1 CO.0 100 .0 - / 5 • 0
NORFOLK 4/0 35/ 2 60 -24.5 - 2 / .  1 -45.0
PL YH0U1H 3/5 318 2 / 8 -15.2 - 1 2 .5 -25 .8
SUFFCLR 1 , 482 1» 353 1,168 -8.  / -12.1 -19 .8
HO R CE S TER 764 6 4 3 5 52 -15.8 -14.1 - 2 / . /
TOTALS 6,955 6,931 5,553 -0 .3 -19 .8 - 2 0 . 1
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF PROBATION 
SUPERIOR COURT —  Probation Cases Under Rj.sk/Need Supervision (1981-1982-1983)
Court Name
New R/N 
1981
New R/N 
1982
New R/N 
1983
Term R/N 
1981
Term R/N 
1982
Term R/N 
1983
Total R/N 
Dec 31, 1981
Total R/N 
Dec 31, 1982
Total R/N 
Dec 31, 1983
% Change 
1981-1982
% Change 
1982-1983
% Change 
1981-1983
Barnstable
Superior 111 129 117 70 91 94 120 158 181 31.6 14.5 50.8
Berkshi re 
Superior 36 38 59 32 33 43 69 74 90 7.2 21.6 30.4
Bristol
Superior 271 319 300 112 187 311 348 480 469 37.9 - 2.2 34.7
Dukes
Superior 1 6 8 3 5 7 4 4 5 0.0 25.0 25.0
Essex
Superior 253 238 252 316 301 260 345 282 379 - 18.2 34.3 9.8
Franklin 
Superior 49 37 47 22 32 27 46 51 75 10.8 47.0 63.0
Hampden
Superior 280 314 338 145 296 320 517 534 552 3.2 3.3 6.7
Hampshire
Superior 54 51 71 17 45 44 64 72 90 12.5 25.0 40.6
Middlesex
Superior 347 225 409 86 35 106 604 691 899 14.4 30.1 48.8
Nantucket
Superior 3 2 1 0 2 2 3 3 2 0.0 - 33.3 - 33.3
NorroLk
Superior 215 209 216 58 187 169 267 279 325 4.4 16.4 21.7
Plymouth
Superior 238 207 181 161 180 177 292 319 ' 323 9.2 1.2 10.6
Suffolk
Superior 551 455 612 338 445 483 898 819 948 - 8.7 15.7 5.5
Worcester
Superior 384 442 437 198 352 473 478 568 532 18.8 - 6.3 11.2
STATEWIDE
TOTALS 2793 2672 3048 1558 2191 2516 4055 4334 4870 6.8 12.3 20.0
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF PROBATION
SURRENDER HEARINGS IN THE SUPERIOR COURT DEPARTMENT
NEW NEW
CRIMINAL TECHNICAL TOTAL CRIMINAL
CHARGES VIOLATIONS SURRENDERS CHARGES
JAN-DEC,. 81 JAN-DEC , 81 JAN-DEC , 81 JAN-DEC, 82
CO U F T NAHE « X t 1 1 X 1 X
BA R* STABLE 15 31.2 33 6 8.7 48 1 00. L 35 50
BE RK SH RE 6 5 A • 5 5 45.4 1 1 100.4 4 44
BT IE TCI 74 42.2 10 1 57.7 175 IOC.. 75 4 7
QJKES 0 .0 1 1C0.0 1 100 .c 0 0
ES SE X 89 45.1 108 54.8 19 7 100 ... 103 52
FT AXKL IN 8 50.0 8 50.0 16 IOC .4 20 6 3
HAMPDEN 179 7 1.0 73 28.9 252 IOC. t 138 68
HA H ° S H I R E 6 75.0 2 25.0 8 100.4 12 9 2,
MI C C L E S E X 7 75 56.8 5 88 43.1 1 363 IOC .c 564 51
NA N TUCME T 0 .0 2 ICO .0 2 100.4 0 0
NO R FClh 58 62.3 35 27.6 93 IOC . 4 69 75
PL Y POUTH 129 96.2 5 3.7 134 100.4 87 96
SU FF CLN 5 10 49.6 5 18 50. 3 1028 100 . 4 616 74
HO RCES1ER 50 53.1 44 46.8 94 100.4 111 69
TCTAL S 1899 55.4 15 2 3 44.5 3422 IOC . 4 1834 62
NEW
TECHNICAL TOTAL CRIMINAL TECHNICAL TOTAL
VIOLATIONS SURRENDERS CHARGES VIOLATIONS SURRENDERS
JAN-DEC . 82 JAN-DEC , 82 JAN-DEC, 83 JAN-DEC, 83 JAN-DEC , 831 X t X * X « X t X
35 50.0 70 100 .0 23 42.5 31 57.4 54 100.0
5 55.5 9 ICO .0 3 50.0 3 50.0 6 100.0
84 52.8 159 1 00.0 126 56 . 7 96 43.2 222 100.0
0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 1 1 0 0 .c
94 47.7 197 100 .0 l 0 3 54.2 87 45.7 190 100.0
4 16.6 24 100 .0 14 70.0 6 30.0 20 100. 0
64 31.6 202 100 .0 1 34 65-6 70 34 . 5 204 100.0
1 7.6 13 100 .0 2 66.6 1 33.3 3 100.0
523 48.1 1067 100 .0 6 10 61.6 380 38.3 990 loo .0
0 0.0 0 0 .0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
23 25.0 92 1C 0.0 6 9 57.5 51 42.5 120 100.0
3 3 . 3 90 100 .0 102 89.4 12 10.5 114 103. 0
207 25.1 823 100 .0 646 75.7 20 7 24.2 85 3 loo.e
48 30.1 159 100 .0 86 62.3 52 37.6 138 100-0
1 091 37.2 2925 100 .0 19 18 65 . 7 99 7 34.2 2915 100.0
0
A
1
0
2
3
3
3
a
o
o
6
8
8
7
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 
O FFIC E  OF THE COMMISSIONER OF PROBATION
COURT COSTS IN THE SUPERIOR COURT DEPARTMENT
C O U R T C O U R T C O U R T P E R C E N T P E R C E N T P E R C E N T
C O S T S C O S T S C O S T S C H A N G E C H A N G E C H A N G E
C O U R T  NA HE O AN-DEC, 81 3AN-DEC, 82 BAN-DEC, 83 1981-1982 1982-1983 1981-1983
BA R N S T A B L E 12, 1 7 7 12» A97 A0»6 92 0.9 225.6 228
B E R K S H I R E 5 05 ooo 0 00 -1C0.O 0.0 -103
8RISTOl 7 »927 2» 828 5,7 10 -64.3 101.8 -27
DU KE S COO ooc 0 00 0.0 0.0 0
ES SEX 1 ,  7 50 1 » 855 1»367 6. 0 -26.3 -21
FR ANKl IN COO 500 000 1C0.0 - 1 0 0 . 0 0
H A M P D E N 9 30 7 6C A , 8 60 -18.2 5 3 9 . A A 22
HA M P S H I R E 550 755 41,129 37.2 5 3 4 7 . 5 7 378
HI D D L E S E X 2 » 120 16,283 11,023 668*0 -3 2 . 3 A 19
NA NTU C K E  T con 000 000 0.0 0.0 0
NO RFOLK 1 7 » 1 42 550 1,7 60 -96.9 220.0 -90
PL YMO U T H 2 »2 70 6 » 11 A 5,100 169.3 - 1 6 . 5 12 A
S U F F O L K 32 » 5 93 10, 6 1 6 21,385 - 6 7 . 4 101.4 -3r
HO RCESIER A 93 6, 791 6*6 <iA 1277.6 -2-1 1247
T O T A L  S 79,257 5 9 , 5 5 1 13 9 , 6 7 0  ' -2 4 . 8 134.5 76
7
3
9
3
8
3
5
3
9
3
.3
.6
3
.6
.2
129
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS  
O FFIC E  OF THE COMMISSIONER OF PROBATION
FINES, S U RFINES
c o u r t  n a h e
IN T H E  S U P E R I O R
FINES 
SUR F I N E S  
3 AN-DEC, 81
C O U R T  D E P A R T M E N T
FINES 
SU R F I N Ç S  
3AN-DEC, 82
FINES 
SUR F I N E S  
3 AN-DEC, 83
P E R C E N T
C H A N G E
1981-1982
P E R C E N T
C H A N G E
1982-1983
P E R C E N T
C H A N G E
1981-1983
RA RNST AB IE 5 » 5 88 14» 208 22.610 1 5 4 . ’ 59, 1
B E R K S H I R E  
BR I5I0L 1 b 9
E 60 
049
ooc
16.151
5 50 
46.206
-1 0 0 . 3  
-10.5
IOC .o 
136.0
- 16.6
DUKES 500 OOC 0 50 -1 0 0 . 0 100.0ES SS * 43. 903 35.285 97,344 -1 9 . 6 1 75.8 121.7ER A AKL I N ? 50 2.215 5,260 195.3 137.4
HA H f DEN 27 , 321 23 . 6 5 3 37,481 -13.4 56. A
H A M P S H I R E 4 » 596 1.751 7,0 63 -61.9 30 3. 3
NI DOLE SE X 94 . 229 117.387 1 03.005 2 4.5 ” 12.2NA N TÜCKE T COO 1. «7 5 4 00 1C0.0 ” 76.6NO RPOIK A 6 p C 75 21 . 3 2 2 22,555 -53.7 5.7
PL YMCU1H 1 A *2 45 48, 0 1 3 22.452 237.0 ” 5 3.2
3 1 «ü
SU F FOLK 81 » 982 87,252 95,537 6. A
MO R C E S T E R 57 , 302 131.250 76.320 129.0 -4 1 . 8
16.5
33.1
1C T A L S 395 »203 5 00,364 536,8 36 26.6 7.2 35.8
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 
O FFICE  OF THE COMMISSIONER OF PROBATION
RESTITUTION COLLECTIONS IN THE SUPERIOR COURT DEPARTMENT
CO CRT N A HE
RESTITUTION 
COLLECTIONS 
JAN-DEC, SI
RESTITUTION 
COLLECTIONS 
JAN-DEC, 82
RESTITUTION 
COLLECTIONS 
JAN-DEC, 83
PERCENT
CHANGE
1981-1982
PERCENT
CHANGE
1982-1983
PERCENT
CHANGE
1981-1983
9A R N S T A B L E 15 » 9A9 23. 15« 3 3 » A o 8 A ft • A A 3.1 109.6
BER K S H 1 R E 1 A * C 90 12.523 17.261 -8.9 34.6 22.5
B3 ISTOL 55 » 879 A l . 9A« A 2.1 8 9 -22.1 0.5 -21.6
DU KE $ 5.191 OOC 1 CO - 1C0.0 100.0 -98.0
ES SEX 57.061 A 5 . 69 1 102.7*2 -1 5. 9 1 2 A . 7 79.9
FR ANKLI K A. 107 3. <99 6.9 95 - 1 A. 8 99.9 70 . 3
HA HP 0 EN 8 2 . «50 93 . 5 5 2 84.789 12.9 -9. 3 2.3
H A M P S H I R E 28.297 2 1 .80 7 1A.A 32 -22.9 -33.8 -A 8.9
H I D D L E S E  X 36.387 86, 7 9C 10 A , 7 c5 138.5 20.7 187.9
NA NTUCK E I 638 65« 2 u 7 3.1 - 6 8 . A -67 .A
NO RFOLK A8.377 6 1 , 1 9 8 7 3.221 26.5 19.6 51.3
PL YMCIITH 2 8 . 30A 5 5 , CO A 6 3* A Ó6 9 A. 3 1 5 . A 12 A .2
SU F FOLK A 3 9.0 35 A35 » 560 3 A 2» A 75 -0.7 -21 . 3 - 2 1 . 9
W O R C E S T E R 96. 7 67 A« , 7 A 2 1 1 3 . 76A -4 9 . 6 1 3 3 . A 17.5
T O T A L S 910.935 9 J C , £35 999.801 2 . 1 7 .  A 9.7
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 
O FFICE  OF THE COMMISSIONER OF PROBATION
SUPPORT COLLECTIONS IN THE SUPERIOR  
SUPPORT
COURT DEPARTMENT  
SUPPORT SUPPORT PERCENT
COURT f ARE COLLECTIONS COLLECTIONS COLLECTIONS CHANGEJAN-DEC, 81 JAN-DEC, 82 -JAN-PAQ..43
1.275 5 .83 A R N S 1 A 8 L E 2.625 2. 779
B E R K S H I R E 000 ooc 0O0 0. 0
BR I STCL 6.506 7. lea 3.6 90 10.4
DUKES 000 000 coo 0 . o
ES SEX 15.613 9.993 14.345 -3 5 . 9FR « NKL I N 225 221 1 OC -1.7
HIMPDEN 26.511 5. 80 4 5.330 -78.1
HA HPSHIRE 1 .069 045 1 35 -95.7
M I D D L E S E X 9.286 5.562 5.370 -4 0.0
N A N T U C K E T COO 000 0 00 0. 0
NO RF0LK 1 .  463 2 . 7 4 9 1.520 87.9PL YM0UTH 15.530 4.238 *.402 -72.7
SU FECIK 3 6 . 226 40. 2 2 6 43.776 1 1 . 0
W O R C E S T E R 6.798 5. 756 5.832 - 1 5 . 2
ICTALS 121.853 8 A # 56 A 85. 775 -30.6
PERCENT
CHANGE
—  Ì25Ì-12U.
-54.1
0 . 0
-4 8 . 6
0.0
43.5
- 5 4 . r 
-8.1
2 0 0 . 0  
- 3 . 4  
0.0 
-44.7'
3.8
8.8 
1.2
1 .4
PERCENT
CHANGE
- 5 1 .4
0 .0  
- 43 .2  
0.0 
- 8 . 1  
- 5 5 .5  
- 7 9 .8  
- 8 7 .3  
- 4 2 .1  
0.0 
3 .8  
- 7 1 . 6
20.8
- 1 4 . 2
- 2 9 . 6
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 
O FFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF PROBATION
DRIVING UNDER THE INFLUENCE OF LIQUOR ASSESMENTS IN THE SUPERIOR COURT DEPARTMENT
DUIL DUIL DUIL PERCENT PERCENT PERCEN T
C0 U« r  MME COLLECTIONS COLLECTIONS COLLECTIONS CHANGE CHANGE CHANGEOAN-DEC, 81 3AN-DEC, 82 OAN-DEC, 83 1981-1982 1982-1983 1981-1983
BA R X S T A 8 LE 
BE R KS HI RE
100
COO
IOC
COO
000
000
0 .0
0 .0 - 1 0 0 . 00 .0
1 O G
 
1 
« <
1 o a 
) o
i 
I
8 R I S T C L coo 000 oco 0 .  ) 0 .0 0 .0OU KES 000 000 ooo 0 .0 0 . 0 0 . 0ES SEX coo 00 0 QUO 0. 0 0 .0 0 .0n  A M L I N 000 ooc 0 00 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0HA MPDEA ooo ooo ooo 0 .0 0 . 0HA M P S H 1 R E coo ooo ooo 0 .0 0 . 0MI DCL E S E X 000 ooo ooo 0 .0 0 . 0NA NI UCKE T coo ooo oco 0 .0 0 . 0NO RFCLK 
PL YKGUTH
A 59 
185
085
ooo
ooo
2 00
“ 8 1 . 4
“ 1 0 0 .0
- 1 0 0 . 0
100 - 0
- 1 0 0 . 0
8 . 1SU FF GL X coo ooc ooo 0 .0 0 . 0WO R C E S I E R coo ooo ooo 0. 0 0 . 0 0 . 0
I C T AL S 7 A4 185 2 00 " 7 5 . 1 8 . 1 - 7 3 . 1

COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF PROBATION
ADULT ARRAIGNMENTS
COURT M  EE
AD A 8 S 
AH E ' BUR Y 
A T T I E B C R C  
AY ER
BA RA ST A B I E
80 S IC A
HR ICHTC A
BR 0 C K T C A
B R C C K L I A E
CA MERI CGE
CH ARLES TCNN
C H E l S E A
CB I CEPE E
CL IA TCA
CONCGRC
OE DE AH
DORCHESTER
DUCLEY
EA ST BC S TON
ED G«R TC WN
F AL L  R I V E R
F I T C H B L R G
FR A H I NC H * M
GA RCNER
G L O L C E S T E S
CRT E A F F l N C r O N
G R E E N F I E L D
HA V E R F I  L L
HINCHAH
HO L Y C K E
1» SV ICF
LA HRENC E
LE E
LE OH INS T ER 
LO W c L L 
LY N‘
HA L r E A 
MARI BCFQLGP  
M I L CCRE
IN THE DISTRICT/BOSTON MUNICIPAL COURT DEPARTMENT
ADULT ADULT ADULT PERCENT PERCENT PERCENT
ARRAIGNMENT ARRAIGNMENT ARRAIGNMENT CHANGE CHANGE CHANGE
JAN-DEC, 81 JAN-DEC, 82 JAN-DEC, 83 1981-1982 1982-1983 1981-1983
1 #057 6ae 351 -34.9 -46.9 - 6 6 . 7
2 #C60 2.186 2 # Ô £ 3 6.1 29.1 37.0
2 #E23 3.162 3 » 3 ¿6 20.5 5.1 26.8
1.569 2.256 2,6i7 14.5 16.4 33.4
6 » C 86 5.586 5.8 44 -1.6 -2.3 -3.9
10.543 9.663 1C.0 75 -8.3 4.2 -4.4
1.207 1.406 I » 2 ü 9 16.4 -8.3 6.7
7 . 169 13.387 5.4 42 (6.7 -29.6 31.4
529 1. 356 1 » 5 c5 45.9 15.4 68.4
3.583 4.280 4,8 66 7.4 13.6 22.1
351 6 69 8 o 8 147.5 2.1 152.9
3 . A87 4,597 4.365 31-8 -5.0 25.1
1 . 785 1.7 34 1.741 -2.8 0.4 -2.4
1.503 1,841 2 *0 u 0 22.4 9.0 33.5
2. 6 9 9 2.626 2.1 72 -2.7 - 1 7 . 2 -19.5
3.082 3, 377 3,7 19 9.5 10.1 20 .6
5.622 5.325 4. 3 35 -5.2 - 18.5 - 2 2 . 8
1 . 6 66 1.(34 1.996 10.0 8.8 19.8
1.366 1.707 1 .6 98 24.7 -0.5 24.1
529 627 6 20 18.5 -1.1 17.2
4.554 4*344 4,396 -4.6 1.1 -3 -4
1 . 465 l, ue 1.086 -23.6 -2.8 - 2 5 . 8
4 .5 3G 4.434 4 * 0 c 4 -2.1 -8.3 - 10 .2
1 .682 1, 862 2.4/1 10.7 32.7 46.9
1 .347 1, 475 1.428 9.5 -3.1 6.0
486 4 05 556 -15.8 35.9 1 4.4
1 .556 1.365 1 *5 fc6 - 1 2 . 3 14.7 0.5
1.788 1.889 1,584 5-6 -16.1 -1 1 . 4
4.549 5.422 5, 3 u 3 9.5 -2.1 7 .1
2.201 2.151 2,6 38 -2.2 22.6 19.8
3 75 40 3 5 47 7.4 30.7 40.5
4 .439 4.568 3, 7 j 4 2.9 -18.9 -16.5
669 689 7 oO 2. 9 10. 3 13.6
1 . 172 1.392 1,490 18.7 7.0 27.1
4 .7 62 5.748 6. 3 45 20.7' 10.3 33-2
4 . 362 4, 23C 4.2 12 -3.0 -0.4 -3 .4
4 # 4 49 3,039 3.2 a8 -31.6 8.1 -26.0
1 , 3 79 1.555 1.7 63 41.7 -9.8 27.9
1.285 1,653 1 »6 o7 28.6 2.0 31 .2
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF PROBATION
ADULT ARRAIGNMENTS IN THE DISTRICT/BOSTON MUNICIPAL COURT DEPARTMENT
ADULT ADULT
ARRAIGNMENT ARRAIGNMENT
CO UK I P »PE JAN-DEC, 81 JAN-DEC, 82
N» N lice E T 1 90 166
N» T U K 6 96 733
NE R B E C F C 8 C 5 , 2 3 1 9 , 6  85
NE HP LRT P CRT 1 , 6 1 6 1 , 5 5 8
NE H TON 1 » 949 1 , 5 9 2
N O R T H  7 0 4HS 1 , C14 1» 161
NOR TH4PP TON 3 , 3 9 7 3 , 4 8 7
OR ANGE i  , C5 e 732
ORLEANS 3 , 2  98 2 , 7 3 9
P» L * E R 1 ,  5 96 1 , 5 6 1
PE A 0 C C t 2 , 1 8 7 2 , 2 6 0
P I T T S F I E L C 3 . 2  75 2 . 9 8 6
PL Y P C U T H 3 .  395 3 , 3 9 0
QU I PCI 6 . 9 5 9 6, 252
RO X p L R r 9 , 6 9 0 5 , 6 0 2
S» LE P 2 , 6 0 9 2 , 1 9 8
SOHERV I L L E 2 , 6 9 0 2 , 4 6 6
SO UTH E O S T Q N 1 , 2 2 3 1,418
S» EPCEF 1 » 239 1,2 32
S P R I N G F I E L D 1 6 . 1 2 8 12 , 4 5 0
ST Ol'GHl ON 1 » 3 86 1,771
I» UP TCP 2 . 5 8 2 2 , 2 8 8
UX 8 P I C C E 1 »2 72 1,406
W ALTH4P 1 » 821 2 ,  C 11
M» RE 9 32 287
H» R c H A p 2 . 9 9 9 2,155
HEST R C X Ë I R Y 3 , 2 1 6 2 , 6 9 9
HE S T B O R O U G H 4 # 2 4 1 2,  61 2
HE S T F I E L C 1 .  785 1,  928
HI NCHEFCCN 209 26 9
HO BURN 9 .  C81 3 , 9 5 9
WORCESTER 8 , 2 0 8 9,  C90
H R E P I M P 3 , 6 9 2 2 , 9 3 9
TOTALS 2 0 8 . 9 2 9 P 1 9 » C 2 2
ADULT PERCENT PERCENT
ARRAIGNMENT CHANGE. CHANCE
JAN-DEC, 83 1981-1982 1982-1983
1 59 -12.6 -9-2
7 99 5.3 9.0
5,5 u 2 -12.1 17.9
1 ,9 39 -16. 9 -7.9
1 # 4 4 4 -20.8 -6. 3
1,2 u2 19.9 3.5
2,8 30 9. 1 11.5
8 J6 -30.8 16.9
2, 51 8 -17.1 -7.9
1,5 19 0.9 -2.6
¿#364 3. 3 9.6
¿#656 -8.8 -1 1 . 0
2,997 1.3 1.6
5,925 -10.0 -5.2
5,9 77 19.8 3.0
2»l9l 19.0 -1.7
2 » 1 1 7 -8. 3 -1 1 . 3
1 »9 o9 15.9 3.5
1»0 34 -0.5 -2 2 - 3
15,599 -16.6 -2 1 . 2
1,7 11 -io. a -3.3
2,608 27.3 9.7
1» 9 <J9 10.6 5.7
2,6 77 10.9 33.1
296 -23.5 3.1
2,8y9 7.1 •
OfNJ
2 ,997 -17.6 13.1
2,2 32 -33.6 - 1 8 . 9
1 # 3 6 4 -20.0 -9.9
263 -13.1 -0.3
2,822 -3.1 -3.3
6,636 9.9 -9.9
2,3 o 8 6.6 C . 7
2 0 9 , 6 9 7 2.9 -2.0
136.
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 
O FFIC E  OF THE COMMISSIONER OF PROBATION
DRIVING UNDER THE INFLUENCE OF LIQUOR ARRAIGNMENTS IN THE DISTRICT/BOSTON MUNICIPAL COURT DEPARTMENT
DUIL DUIL DUIL P E R C E N T P E R C E N T
A R R A I G N M E N T S A R R A I G N M E N T S A R R A I G N M E N T S C H A N G E C H A N G E
C0U»I NAME JAN-DEC, 8 1 O A N-DEC, 82 O A N-DEC, 83 1981-1982 1982-1983
*D A M S 85 73 55 -14.1 -24.6
A 1 E 5 8 U R Y 2 43 379 5u2 55.9 32.4
AT T L E B 0 R 0 621 734 5 54 13. 1 - 1 9 . 0
AY EH 493 498 592 1.0 18.8
BA R N S T A B L E 524 1 » C4 8 1 » 0 46 13.4 -0.1
BO S1CN 2 62 229 247 -12.5 7.8
SB I6HT0N 116 210 202 81.0 “ 3.8
BB OCR TON 281 508 948 16. 2 4 . 4
BB O O K L J N E 116 245 2 63 107. 6 7.3
CA M P R I D G E 444 601 660 35. 3 9 . 6
CR AfiLESTOWN 16 221 2 >6 1127.7 3 3 . 9
CH ELSE A 6 25 1» 042 1#1 45 54. 3 9 . 8
CRI COPE E 2 46 174 160 -2 9 . 2 3 . 4
CL I NT GN 2 88 409 4 17 42.0 1 . 9
CO N C O P O 753 795 7d6 5.5 - 1 . 1
DE 0H*M 563 728 9 49 29.3 30.3
00 R C H E S  TER 203 IOC 372 47.7 24.0
DU0 1 E Y 394 523 572 32.7 9. 3
EA S T B O S T O N 59 111 117 68.1 5.4
ED GAR TOW N 23 131 109 79.4 -16.7
FALL R I V E R 489 542 511 10.8 •5.7
El T C H B U R G 2 32 272 204 17.2 - 2 5 . 0
FB A Y l M i H A H 831 948 8 79 14.0 -7.2
GA R rNER 254 253 2 60 -0.3 2.7
G L O E C E S  TER 229 281 2 72 22.7 -3.2
GBT B A R R I N G T O N 74 64 93 -13.5 45.3
GB E E N F l E L C 2 74 253 375 -7.6 48.2
HA V E R H I L L 343 471 3 55 3 7.3 “ 16.1
H I N C H A Y 7 34 991 925 35.0 “ 6.6
HOL Y C K E 2 38 2 40 2 92 0.8 21.6
IJ S U C H 70 71 65 1.4 19.7
LA W"E R C E 5 72 1# 181 1.1 59 21.5 “ 1.8
LE E 100 135 1.7 35. 0
-20.7
LE CY IKSTER 2 38 286 2 30 20. 1 -19.5
LO WELL 568 1» 126 1. 1 96 16.3
6.2
LY NN 563 644 6 17 14. 3
5.1
HA LCEN 5 35 589 501 10.0
-14.9
HA RLBOF 0 UGH 150 348 2 78 132.0 -20.1
MIL F G R C 297 4 1 1 3 69 3 S. 3
-10.2
PERCEN T
CHANGE
1981-1983
- 3 5 . 2
1 0 6 . 5  
- 4  . 3
20.3 
l  3 . 2  
- 5 - 7  
7<. . 1
2 1 . 3
1 2 2 . 8
4 6 * 6
1544.4 
69 . 6  
- 2 6 . 8  
4 4 . 2
4 . 3
6 8 . 5
6 3 . 2
4 5 . 1
96.3
4 9 . 5
4 . 4
- 1 2 . 3
5 . 7
2 . 3
1 3 . 2
2 5 . 6  
3 6 . a
1 5 . 1
2 6 . 3
22.6
2 1 . 4  
19 .2
2 . 3  
- 3 . 3
2 3 . 5
2 3 . 2  
- 6 . 3
8 5 . 3
2 4 . 2
DRIVING UNDER
COURT NAME
n a n t u c n e t
NA T TCK 
NEW BECFORC  
NE W8URYP0RT 
NE H T ON 
NORTH ACAMS 
NOR THARP TON 
OR ANGE 
OR L E A M S 
PA L MER 
PEABODY  
P I T T S E I E L O  
PLYMOUTH 
QU INCY 
RO XBURY 
SA LEM
S O ME R V I L L E  
SOUTH BOSTON 
SP ENCER  
SP R TNG F I  ELC  
STOUGHTON 
TA UN TON 
UX BRI C CE  
HA L THAM 
HA RE 
HA REHApt 
HEST ROXBURY 
HE STBCROUGH 
HE S T F I E L C  
HI NCHEND ON 
HQ BURN 
HORCE STE F  
HR E NTH AM
TOTALS
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 
O FFIC E  OF THE COMMISSIONER OF PROBATION
THE INFLUENCE OF LIQUOR ARRAIGNMENTS IN THE DISTRICT/BOSTON MUNICIPAL COURT DEPARTMENT
DUIL DUIL
ARRAIGNMENTS ARRAIGNMENTS
TAN-DEC, 81 TAN-DEC, 82
56 54
111 162
A 77 382
A 15 364
258 10 9
18G 160
697 80 €
110 111
380 444
A 9b 438
A58 508
2 66 32 6
5A6 561
1 . 190 1» 19C
202 263
776 635
353 383
102 118
377 383
1 » 1 A4 1 . 2 5 5
A 14 132
607 800
177 26«
339 374
43 49
457 594
2 55 298
308 435
2 86 276
60 38
6 09 622
1 * 009 1 . 4 5 9
4 45 4 1 C
2 8 . 5 5 5 3 3 . 2 9 2
DUIL PERCEN T
ARRAIGNMENTS CHANGE
TAN-DEC, 83 1981-1982
fa 3 -3.5
1 oO 45.9
5 34 -19.9
3 36 - 12.2
2 65 19.7
1 fa 4 -11.1
8 3 3 15.6
138 0.9
518 16.8
4 82 -1 2 . 0
586 10.9
329 22.5
554 2.7
1.2 45 0. 0
3fa2 3C . 1
740 -18.1
388 e. k
162 35.2
270 1.5
1.3 16 9. 7
442 -19.8
0 o 4 31.7
288 51.4
508 10.3
65 13. 9
6 <.6 2 9.9
3 48 16.8
509 4 1.?
2 74 -3.4
30 - 36. 6
6 18 2.1
9 47 44.5
546 -7.3
34.4 50 16.5
PERCENT
CHANGE
1982-1983
p e r c e n t
CHANGE
1981-1983
16 .6 1 2 .5
11 .1 6 2 . 1
39 .7 11 .9
- 7 . 6 -  19 .0
- 1 4 . 2 2 . 7
2 . 5 - 6 . 8
5 . 8 2 2 . 3
2 4 . 3 2 5 . 4
1 6 . 6 36 .3
1 0 .0 - 3 . 2
1 5 .3 2 7 . 9
0 . 9 2 3 . 6
- 1 . 2 1 .4
4 . 6 4 • 6
3 7 .6 7 9 . 2
1 6 . 5 - 4 . 6
1 .3 9 . 9
1 7 . 3 5 8 . a
- 2 9 . 5 - 2 6 . 3
4 . 8 15 .0
3 3 .1 6 . 7
1 0 . 5 4 5 . 6
7 .4 6 2 . 7
35 .  8 4 9 . 8
3 2 . 6 5 1 . 1
8 . 7 4 1 . 3
1 6 . 7 3 6 .4
1 7 . 0 6 5 . 2
- 0 . 7 - 4 . 1
- 2  1 -C - 5 0 . 0
- 0 . 6 1 .4
- 5 5 . 0 -fa .  1
33 .1 2 2 . 6
3 .4 23 . 6
138.
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF PROBATION
Court Name
ADAMS 
AMESBURY 
ATTLEBORO 
AYER
BARNSTABLE 
BOSTON MUNICIPAL 
BRIGHTON 
.BROCKTON 
BROOKLINE 
CAMBRIDGE 
CHARLESTOWN 
CHELSEA 
CHICOPEE 
CLINTON 
CONCORD 
DEDHAM 
DORCHESTER 
DUDLEY 
EAST BOSTON 
ED G A R TOWN 
FALL RIVER 
FITCHBURG 
FRAMINGHAM 
GARDNER 
GLOUCESTER 
GR T BARRINGTON 
GREENFIELD 
HAVERHILL 
HINGHAM 
HOLYOKE 
IPSWICH 
LAWRENCE 
LEE
LEOMINSTER
LOWELL
LYNN
MALDEN
MARLBOROUGH
MILFORD
NANTUCKET
DISTRICT COURT —  Probation Cases Under Risk/Need Supervision (1981-1982-1983)
aw R/N
1981
New R/N 
1982
New R/N 
1983
Term R/N 
1981
Term R/N 
1982
Term R/N 
1983
Total R/N 
Dec 31, 1981
Total R/N 
Dec 31, 1982
Total R/N 
Dec 31, 1983
% Change 
1981-1982
% Change 
1982-1983
% Change 
1981-1983
48 38 37 47 44 41 52 45 41 - 13.4 - 8.8 - 21.1
86 76 90 70 11 35 21 84 139 300.0 65.4 561.9
98 101 74 48 79 83 105 127 118 20.9 - 7.0 12. 3
139 143 14 5 119 165 146 165 143 142 - 13.3 - 0.6 - 13.9
392 339 349 155 219 297 526 464 516 - 1 1 . 7 11.2 1.9
46 5 494 369 511 270 324 230 354 315 53.9 - 11.0 36.9
23 7 44 7 353 228 367 324 209 289 318 38.2 10.0 52.1
248 327 386 226 253 304 302 227 309 - 24.8 36.1 2 , 3
248 19 5 95 172 241 137 211 148 104 - 29.8 - 2 9 . 7 - 50.7
254 111 165 171 126 158 255 186 198 - 27.0 6.4 - 22.3
156 120 96 107 57 88 113 105 112 - 7.0 6.6 0.8
473 631 373 198 447 392 369 553 534 49.8 - 3.4 44.7
77 51 77 89 78 72 87 61 68 - 29.8 11 . 4 - 21.8
91 140 116 78 96 112 107 151 155 41.1 2.6 44.8
394 361 418 376 326 362 304 339 39 5 11.5 16.5 29.9
223 259 257 143 177 152 222 315 417 41.8 32.3 87.8
1103 8 55 1193 868 789 820 733 724 1097 - 1.2 51.5 49.6
155 135 182 91 144 131 170 135 183 - 2 0 . 5 35.5 7.6
187 222 232 105 160 210 171 231 253 35.0 9.5 47.9
156 69 81 76 128 61 115 56 72 - 5 1 . 3 28.5 - 37.3
180 118 243 110 361 69 329 89 263 - 72.9. 195.5 - 20.0
208 290 267 199 228 267 230 292 292 26.9 0.0 26.9
266 212 177 186 227 145 216 202 2 34 - 6.4 15.8
8.3
205 267 250 227 294 254 247 216 212 - 12.5 - 1.8 - 14.1
138 190 160 120 137 163 159 212 206 33.3 - 2.8
29.5
36 33 1 4 34 30 41 40 a - 2.4 - 72.5 - 73.1
149 190 186 122 134 173 138 197 212 42.7 7.6 53.6
307 218 154 186 156 137 244 267 284 9.4 6.3
16.3
2 33 296 283 149 2 36 252 261 269 300 3.0
11.5 14.9
39 3 365 288 221 332 361 384 417 345 8.5 - 17.2
- 10.1
16 52 81 22 19 49 11 48 69 336.3 43. 7
527.2
152 240 244 111 72 117 201 310 406 54.2 30.9
101.9
26 10 21 25 20 17 26 16 20 - 38.4 25.0
- 23.0
7 3 93 118 36 73 79 81 71 110 - 12.3 54.9
35.8
194 126 117 117 62 36 111 110 201 - 0.9 82. 7 81.0
414 380 570 215 256 330 449 466 634 3. 7 36.0 41.2
269 248 335 186 163 225 219 203 313 - 7.3 54.1 42.9
169 237 179 242 183 219 198 246 206 24.2 - 16.2 4.0
169 127 92 160 lie 67 73 82 108 12. 3 31.7 47.9
18 11 3 11 20 6 19 9 5 - 52.6 - 44.4 - 73.6
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF PROBATION
DISTRICT COURT —  Probation Cases Under Risk/Need Supervision (1981-1982-1983)
Court Name
New R/N 
1931
New R/N 
1982
New R/N 
1983
Term R/N 
1981
Term R/N 
1982
Term R/N 
1983
Total R/N 
Dec 31, 1981
Total R/N 
Dec 31, 1982
Total R/N 
Dec 31, 1983
* Change 
1981-1982
* Change 
1982-1983
11.5
- 1.9
- 13.3
NATICK 41 48 20 15 5 4 70 78 87 11.4
NE W BEDFORD 607 451 398 5 81 632 410 810 628 616 - 2 2 . 4
NEWBURYPORT 110 84 50 91 81 48 66 75 65 13.6
NEWTON 198 97 65 25 133 111 206 157 111 - 23. 7
NORTH ADAMS 129 79 97 71 107 50 129 96 143 - 2 5 . 5
NORTHAMPTON 90 87 100 22 55 71 154 119 148 - 2 2 . 7
ORANGE i 43 86 0 2 46 1 39 79 3800.0 102.5ORLEANS 388 281 183 224 322 234 434 305 254 - 29.7 - 16.7
PALMER 374 250 248 311 271 255 338 232 227 - 3 1 . 3 - 2.1
PEABODY 168 164 170 162 186 158 172 152 162 - 11.6 6.5
PITTSFIELD 181 159 122 61 158 160 245 246 208 0.4 - 15.4
PLYMOUTH 5 27 366 284 396 328 505 453 508 281 10.9 - 44.6
QUINCY 798 561 587 535 569 560 536 527 555 - 1.6 5.3
ROXBURY 1053 837 558 958 1057 411 779 575 744 - 2 6 . 1 29.3
SALEM 612 489 492 235 442 464 476 522 550 9.6 5.3
SOMERVILLE 290 433 357 11 164 155 297 467 669 57.2 43.2
SOUTH BOSTON 197 149 162 48 32 72 105 148 238 40.9 60.8
SPENCER 305 188 115 188 364 154 324 144 105 - 55.5 - 27.0
SPRINGFIELD 1019 1184 932 446 1029 1068 1063 1181 1045 11.1 - 11.5
STOUGHTON 146 150 117 58 146 145 190 142 112 - 25.2 - 21.1
TAUNTON 229 176 96 253 229 130 229 177 143 - 22.7 - 19.2
UXBRIDGE 64 35 50 20 47 29 85 73 94 - 14.1 28.7
WALTHAM 286 296 203 263 287 253 262 271 221 3.4 - 18.4
WARE 15 9 146 2 5 27 5 7 122 40.0 1642.8
WAREHAM 470 199 169 272 140 263 503 271 177 - 46.1 - 34.6
WEST ROXBURY 244 215 214 112 66 57 200 349 506 74.5 44.9
WESTBOROUGH 260 212 267 243 242 204 170 140 203 - 17.6 45.0
WESTFIELD 93 87 60 51 81 61 97 101 100 4.1 - 0.9
WINCHENDON 29 35 39 36 32 32 31 34 41 9.6 20.5
WOBURN 323 405 560 426 280 344 338 336 552 - 0.5 64.2
WORCESTER 524 611 498 142 344 454 552 703 759 27.3 7.9
WRENTHAM 167 148 257 161 152 125 152 151 283 - 0.6 87.4
STATEWIDE
TOTALS: 18783 17345 16559 12946 15290 14305 17581 17453 19517 - 0.7 11.8
k Change 
1981-1983
24.2
- 23.9
- 1.5
- 46.1
10.8
- 3.8
7800.0
- 41.4
- 32.8
- 5.8
- 15.1
- 38.6
3.5
- 4.4
15.5
125.2 
126.6
- 67.5
-  1.6
- 41.0
- 37.5
10.5
- 15.6
2340.0
- 64.8
153.0
19.4
3.0
32.2 
63. 3
37.5
8 6 . 1
11.0
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF PROBATION
SURRENDER HEARINGS IN THE DISTRICT/BOSTON MUNICIPAL COURT DEPARTMENT
NEW NEW
CRIMINAL TECHNICAL TOTAL CRIMINAL
CHARGES VIOLATIONS SURRENDERS * CHARGES
JAN-DEC, 81 JAN-DEC, 81 JAN-DEC, 81 JAN-DEC, 82
C O U R T  R A M E 1 X t X » Ï * Z
AD A* S 6 A 6 • 1 7 53.8 1 3 10C .0 7 A3.7Al E SB Uf> Y S 53. 3 7 A6.6 li ICC .0 51 ICO .0
AITLEECRC 52 2 2. 2 20 27. 7 72 10C .0 85 60.2
AY E R 5 33.3 1C 66.6 1 5 100. Û 26 1A .2
tH FUSTI BLE 26 15.8 191 £ A . 1 227 10C .0 88 ¿6.1
63 S T 0 R 9 12 62.9 A 3 C 32.C 1 ’A2 10C .0 670 78.1
BR ICHTCN 51 22.8 19 ¿7.1 7 C 1 OC. 0 123 60.3
BR 0 C K T C N 1 C 9 55.3 86 AA .6 197 10C .6 131 A 1.0
BROCKLINE 51 A 9.5 52 50.A 103 100.0 A3 33.0
CA MERICGE 558 8 0. 5 1 35 19.A 693 10C .t 502 £2.A
CH IRLE'TOkN 30 68.1 1A 31.B AA 1 00. t 29 32.2
CHELSEI 1 16 71.1 A7 28.8 163 1 OC. t, 50 A3.8
CR I CCPEE 9 8*4 97 91.5 106 100 7 12.2
CLIRTCR 20 32.0 3 A 62.9 5A 100.V 28 32.1
CONCCPC 22 81. A 5 18.5 27 lOQ.t. 2 A 72.7
DE D H  M A3 61.A 27 28.5 70 100.0 110 77. A
DORCHESTER 329 17.A 1559 £2.5 1888 10C.0 207 1 0. 9
DUDIEY A3 61.A 27 38.5 70 100.0 39 75.0
EA ST BCSTOK 66 27.5 1 7 A 72-5 ? A C 100 .fi Al 17.3
ED GIR TC NN 2 20.0 8 eo.o 1C 100.0 8 63.3
FA LI RI VER 212 98.6 3 1.3 22 C 10C.C 322 99 .6
FITCHBIRG 29 21.0 1 09 ?e. 9 138 100 .0 1A 15.9
FR AP IK C H AM 65 35.5 1 18 6 A • A 18 3 1 oc. o A3 35.5
GA RCNEF 5 A • 0 119 55.9 12 A 100.0 k 2. 5
GL OliCES TER A 9 8 9.0 6 10.9 55 1O0 .0 1A 56.0
GRT EAPRINGTON 3 18.7 13 81.2 16 100. c 1A 53.8
GR ETKF1ELC A 6 52. 8 Al A 7.1 87 1O0.A AO AO -A
HA VERH1LL 2 39 98.3 A 1.6 2 A 3 1O0 .£ 227 ICO .0
HI NCHAP 13 16.2 67 £3.7 80 10C .0 39 2 A. 0
HOLY CHE 111 35.3 203 6 A .6 3 l A 100 .0 119 ‘0.3
IP SVICI 22 88.0 3 12.0 25 100.0 13 65.0
LA RPERCE 1 20.0 A £0.0 5 10 C . c 0 0.0
LEE 12 68.0 8 32.0 25 100 .0 12 £5.7
le ovine ter AO 21.6 1A5 78.3 185 100 -c 1A 7.6LO WELL 6 5 A. 5 5 A5 • A 11 100 .c 1A 36.8LYN » 2 11 7 A . 5 72 25.A 28 3 100.0 90 60.3MA LrER A3 A A . 7 53 55.2 96 10C .0 50 17.0HA RLBOPOUGH 26 20.6 100 79.3 126 10C .0 50 23.8MILFCRC 16 20.7 61 79 .2 77 ìoo.o 5 2.7
NEW
TECHNICAL TOTAL CRIMINAL TECHNICAL TOTAL
VIOLATIONS SURRENDERS CHARGES VIOLATIONS CHARGES
JAN-DEC , 82 JAN-DEC , 82 JAN-DEC , 83 JAN-DEC, 83 JAN-DEC, 83
1 Z i X « Z » Z f Z
5 56.2 16 1C0.0 8 36. 3 1A 63.6 22 103.0
C 0 .0 51 100 .0 A 6 93.8 3 6.1 A 9 100-0
56 39.7 1 A 1 100.0 32 31.6 69 68.3 1 01 1 OD. 0
9 25.7 35 100 .0 22 53.6 19 A 6.3 A 1 100.0
2 A 9 73.8 337 100 .0 t 50 26.2 A 2 1 73.7 571 100.0
187 21 .8 8 57 1 00.0 11 52 83.1 2 3 A 16.8 1386 100-0
3C 19.6 153 100 .0 126 75. A Al 2A.5 167 100.0
188 58 . 9 31 9 1 00.0 180 Al .6 252 58.3 A 3 2 103.0
87 66 .9 130 100 .0 69 2 5 - 0 206 7 A . 9 275 100.0
107 17.5 609 100 . 0 A 8 2 6 1 . 9 296 3 8 . 0 77 8 1 0 3 . 061 6 7 . 7 90 100 .0 36 5 3 . 7 31 A 6 . 2 67 100.0
6 A 5 6 . 1 1 1A 100.0 51 3 6 .  A 89 6 3 . 5 n o 100.050 8 7 . 7 57 100.0 8 3 3 . 3 16 6 6 . 6 2 A 100.0
59 6 7 . 8 87 100 .0 19 2 6 . 7 52 7 3 . 2 7 l 1 0 3 - 0
9 2 7 . 2 33 100 .0 18 6A.  2 10 3 5 . 7 28 103-0
32 2 2 . 5 1 A 2 100.0 277 1 0 0 . 0 0 0.0 277 100.0
1683 89 .  0 1890 100 . 0 216 1 0 . 1 1920 8 9 . 8 2 1 3 6 1 0 3 . 0
13 25 . 0 52 100 .0 50 6 5 . 7 26 3A .  2 76 1C 0. o195 8 2 . 6 236 10 0.0 27 1 2.  A 190 8 7 . 5 217 1 0 0 . 0
7 A6 .6 15 1 0 0 . 0 A 9 5 6 . 9 37 A 3 . 0 86 1 0 0 . 0
1 0 . 3 323 100 -0 6 8 8 9 9 . 7 2 0 . 2 690 1 00.  0
7 A 8A .0 88 100 .0 20 1 5 . 5 109 8 A • A 129 1 00. 078 6A .A 121 100 -0 52 2 1 . 7 187 7 8 . 2 239 1 0 0 . 015 A 9 7 . A 158 100 . 0 0 0 . 0 153 1 0 0 . 0 153 100.0
11 A A .  0 25 1GO.O 13 6 1 . 9 8 3 8 . 0 2 1 1 0 0 . 0
12 A 6 .1 26 1 0 0 . 0 1A 7 0 . 0 6 3 0 . 0 20 1 0 0 . 0
59 5 9 . 5 99 ICO .0 25 2 6 . 0 71 7 3 . 9 96 1 0 0 . 0
0 0 . 0 22 7 100 .0 3 A2 9 9 . 7 1 0 . 2 3A3 1 OD. 0
123 7 5 . 9 162 100 .0 21 1 8 . 9 90 8 1 . 0 111 103 - 0
176 5 9 . 6 295 100 .0 1 OA 3 7 . 5 173 6 2 .  A 277 1 0 0 . 0
7 3 5 . 0 20 100.0 20 7 A .  0 7 2 5 . 9 27 1 0 0 . 0
0 C. O 0 ■ 0.0 0 0 . 0 0 0.0 0 0.0
2 1 A .  2 1A 1 0 0 . 0 2 A 8 2 . 7 5 1 7 . 2 29 1 00.0
170 9 2 . 3 ISA 100.0 50 2 0 . 9 189 7 9 . 0 239 100.0
2 A 6 3 . 1 38 1 0 0 . 0 A 8 3 5 . 2 88 6A • 7 136 100.0
22 19 . 6 1 12 1 0 0 . 0 1 78 7 1 . 2 72 2 8 . 8 250 100.0
2 A A 8 2 . 9 2 9 A 100.0 78 2 1 . 9 278 7 8 . 0 356 100.0
160 7 6 . 1 210 100 .0 55 3 5 .  A 1 00 BA. 5 155 100.0
175 97 . 2 180 100 .0 8 5 . 1 1 A6 9 A .  8 156 1 OO. 0
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF PROBATION
SURRENDER HEARINGS
COURT NAME
NA N 1LCI< E T 
NA T ICK 
NEK BECFORC  
NE HEURYPCRI  
NE K TON 
NORTH ACAMS 
NORTHAHPTON 
ORANGE 
ORLEANi  
PA L ‘ ER 
PF AP C D Y 
P I T T S F I E L D  
PL Y8CUTH 
au incy 
R3 XPURY 
SA LEH
S OME RVI L L E  
SOUTH E 0 S TON 
S ’ ENCER  
S> R INGF I ELC  
ST OUGHT ON 
TA UMCA  
UX B c I C C E 
HA L TH A>
HA RE 
HA RE H AH 
WEST RCXBURY  
HE S ’ BOROUGH 
HE S T F I E L C  
HINCHEN DON 
HO B L R N 
WORCESTER 
HRENTH AM
TOTALS
IN THE DISTRICT/BOSTON MUNICIPAL COURT DEPARTMENT
NEW
CRIMINAL
CHARGES
TECHNICAL
VIOLATIONS
TOTAL
SURRENDERS
NEW
CRIMINAL
CHARGES
TECHNICAL
VIOLATIONS
TOTAL
SURRENDERS
NEW
CRIMINAL
CHARGES
TECHNICAL
VIOLATIONS
TOTAL
SURRENDERS
JAN-DEC, 81 JAN-DEC , 81 JAN-DEC, 81 JAN-DEC,, 82 JAN-DEC, 82 JAN-DEC, 32 JAN-DEC , 83 JAN-DEC, 83 JAN-DEC, 83
1 X « X s Z 1 Z 1 Z t Z * À 1 X $ Z
3 3 7 . 5 5 i 2 . 5 8 IOC - t 2 2 8 . 5 5 71 .A 7 100 -0 3 5 0 . Û 3 5 0 . 0 6 1 n fi. o2 2 2 . 2 7 7 7 . 7 9 l O O . k 1A A3.  7 1 8 5 6 . 2 32 1 0 0 - 0 16 3 7 . 2 27 6 2 . 7 4 3 1 i) 'i _ o30 6 1 . 2 19 2 8 . 7 A 9 100 . L 38 7 7 . 5 1 1 22 .A A 9 100 .0 52 7 3.  2 1 9 2 6 . 7 71 1 0 0 . 0A 6 7 0 . 7 19 ; 9 . 2 65 100 .k A 7 6 9 . 1 2 1 3 0- 8 68 100 .0 36 8 1 . 8 8 1 8 . 1 449 6 9 . 2 A 20. 7 1 3 100 -k A 6 6 3 . 6 9 1 6 . 3 55 100 .0 80 8 6 . 0 1 3 1 3 - 9 93 1 0 0 . 00 . 0 2 ICO . 0 2 1 00  . c 1A 6 2 . 3 3 1 7 . 6 17 1 0 0 . 0 5 71 .A 2 2 8 . 5 7 1 0 0 . 012 2 3 . 5 39 4  6 • 4 51 100 . k 4 7 .8 A 7 9 2 . 1 51 1 0 0 . 0 2 A 3 3 . 8 A 7 6 6 . 1 7 1 1 00 .  G26 6 3 .  A 15 3 6 . 5 Al 1 O0 . 1 17 A 8 . 5 18 5 1 .A 35 too .0 1 19 9 7 . 5 3 2 - A 122 1 OD .  08 2 0 . 0 32 8 0 . C AC 1 0 C . C 37 2 1 . 3 1 Î6 7 8 . 6 1 73 100 .0 AO 1 6 . 6 200 8 3 . 3 2 A 0 1 0 0 . 0AO 6 5 . 5 21 2 A .  A 61 100 . c 16 5 0 . 0 16 5 0 . 0 32 1 0 0 . 0 15 3 7 . 5 25 6 2 . 5 AO 1 0 0 . 021 30.  A A 8 , É 9 . 5 69 IOC .1. 7 9 .  A 67 9 0 . 5 7 A 1 0 0 . 0 8 1 2 . 9 5 A 8 7 . 0 62 1 00 . c70 A 5 .  A 8 A 5 A . 5 1 5 A 100 . k 99 AA . 3 12 A 5 5 . 6 223 100 .0 107 A A .  9 1 Ï1 55.  0 238 1 0 0 . 01A 2 3.  3 A 6 76 . 6 60 1 0 0  -c 8 2 0 .7 18 6 9 . 2 26 100 .0 11 2 1 . 5 40 7 6 . 4 51 1 00 .  0122 1 8 . 0 5 99 1 1 .9 7 31 1 CO.  t 172 2 1 . 0 èA7 78 .9 819 I CO .0 213 1 3 . 6 1352 6 6 . 3 1565 1 0 3 . 03 12 5 0 . 1 310 A 9 . 8 6 22 100 . k 272 6 8 . 6 12 A 3 1 . 3 396 100 . 0 283 7 0 . 9 116 2 9 . 0 39 9 I 0 0 .  06 3 1 7 . 1 305 8 2 . 8 u e IOC . c 59 2 7 . 9 152 72 .0 211 100 -0 72 2 7 . 9 1 8 0 7 2 .  0 258 1 0 0 . 0160 7 5 . 8 51 i  A.  1 211 100 .k 57 3 3 . 1 115 66 .8 172 100 .0 2A 1 2 . 6 165 6 7 . 3 1 ft 9 1 oo.  05 0 6 1 . 7 3 1 2 8 . 2 61 1 0 0 . c 31 2 7 . 6 61 7 2 . 3 112 100 .0 26 2 9 . 5 62 7 0 . A 88 1 no .  o28 5 6 . 0 22 AA . 0 50 100 .  k 17 69 .  A 2 1 0 . 5 19 10 0 .0 8 1 3 . 3 52 8 6 . 6 6 0 1 ÛD . 07C9 5 7 . 7 5 19 A2. 2 1 228 1O0-C 5A5 5 7 . 3 AO 6 A2 . 6 9 51 1 0 0 . 0 959 6 6 . 6 A 79 3 3 . 3 1 A 3 8 1 0 0 . 027 3 A .  2 71 t 5 . 7 108 l O C . k 25 2 6 . 0 71 7 3 . 9 96 100 .0 36 2 A. 1 113 7 5 . 8 1A 9 1 OD .  0258 8 5 . 1 A5 1A . 8 303 1 0 0 . c 223 6 7 . 5 107 3 2 .  A 330 1 0 0 . 0 2 1 8 6 1 . 9 1 3a 38.  0 352 1 0 0 . 00 -0 A 1 CO.  0 A 1 0 0 . k 6 6 5 . 7 1 1A • 2 7 100 . 0 9 6 9 . 2 4 3 0 . 7 1 3 1 OD. Û85 9 5 . 5 A A. A 89 1 0 0 . c 76 9 8 . 7 1 1 . 2 77 100 .0 91 9 8 . 9 1 1 . 0 92 1 0 0 .00 . 0 1 uo . c 1 1 0 0 . k 0 0 . 0 5 1 0 0 - 0 5 1 0 0 . 0 18 1 6 . 8 89 e3. l 107 1 OD . 0126 A 2 .2 1 72 5 7 . 7 298 100 . N AA 8.  9 A50 91 . 0 A 9 A 100 .0 27 A . 7 5 A 0 9 5 . 2 56 7 1 OD . 00 . 0 11 ICO .0 11 1 0 0 . C 2 5 . 7 33 9 A . 2 35 100 .0 120 5 8 . 2 86 A l . 7 206 1 0 0 . 016 1 5 5 . 9 127 AA . 0 288 IOC .w 93 2 9 .  A I AS 6 0 . 5 236 100 .0 11A 5 1 .3 108 A 8 .6 222 1 OD . 03 1 0 0 . 0 C 0 . 0 3 1 0 0 . k A 50-0 A 5 C . 0 8 100 .0 1 1 0 0 . 0 0 0 . 0 1 1 oo. n9 2 2 .  5 31 7 7 . 5 AO 1 0 0 .c 8 2 2 . 2 28 7 7 . 7 36 100 .0 19 5 1 . 3 18 A8.6 3? 1 00 .  ò2 AO 5 5 . 1 195 AA .8 A 35 IOC .l 1 AO ‘5 . A 168 5 A . 5 308 1 0 0 . 0 1 A A A l .  7 201 5 8 . 2 345 1 o o. n35 A 9.  2 36 5 0 . 7 71 100 .A 60 A 7 .2 67 5 2 . 7 127 100 .0 62 6 7 . 3 30 32.  6 92 1 0 0 . 01A 6 0 . 8 9 2 9 . 1 23 loa.k 20 6 6 . 9 3 1 3 . 0 23 1 0 0 . 0 5A 8 1 . 8 12 1 8 . 1 66 1 0 0 . 0
63 20 A 7 . 5 6969 5 2 . A 13299 lOO.k 5556 Al .  9 7688 5 8 . 0 k 32 A A 100 .0 77 7 2 A 3 . 8 9933 5 6 . 1 1 7 70 5 1 0 0 . 0
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF PROBATION
SUPPORT COLLECTIONS
court
AD AMS 
AM F SB UR Y 
AI T t E 8 0 RC  
AYER
BARNSTABLE
aa s t o n
8RI GHTON
BROCK I ON
HR OC KL 1NE
CA MBR I DGE
CM ABLE STORM
C R E I  SEA
CM I C OP E E
CL. 1 NT ON
CONCORD
DE DHAH
DORCHESTER
DU Ul  E Y
E AST  EOSTON
ED GARTOMN
FAL L  R I V E R
ET TCHEUR G
FR A HI N GH AH
GARDNER
GLCUCE STEfi
GRT BARRINGTON
GREENE ] E E 0
HA VERH1L L
HINCHAM
HOLYOKE
IP SVI CH
LA HRENCE
LE E
LE OM1NST ER 
L OHE L L  
LY NN 
MALDEN 
MA RLGDROUGH 
Ml L FORD
IN THE DISTRICT/BOSTON MUNICIPAL COURT DEPARTMENT
SUPPORT SUPPORT
COLLECTIONS COLLECTIONS
JAN-DEC, 81 JAN-DEC, 82
9 8 . OTA 8 ì .  28C
65.299 8 ( . A 3 1
2 5 1 . 3 8 9 J2A» 155
I A / » 6 A 3 2 8 / . 55C
2 5 2 . 8 6 6 2 / 8.  A 25
T A I . 4 5 9 1 8 A . J / 1
1 0 1 . 2 5 8 1 0 9 . 6 5  3
2 5 1 . 6 5 6 3 8 3 . 5 5 0
9 5 . 9 2 5 1 2 2 . 6 9 9
A 9 8 . 7  A3 5 8 2 . 9 0 9
6 8 . BIT 1 0 1 . 65A
20 A. 6 / 5 21 ? .  A A 0
1 0 5 . 1 2 / 1 2 7 , 2 0 3
2 0 0 . 0 2 5 2 1 8 . 5 5 9
2 5 3 . JO/ 3 1 3 , 2 6 1
2 2 0 . 6 2 6 2 5 / . 5 0 5
2 . 3 7 8 . A 5 2 i . A A l ,  118
A 2 6 . 2  32 A / 2 . 5 8 3
1 / I .  1A2 1 8 2 . 9 8 /
UO » 326 3 8 , 5 / 2
2 3 6 . 2 5 1 2 3 9 . 9 0 1
2A 3 . 1 3/ 2 A 3,  720
3 2 8 . 3 2 6 3 16 . A68
1 5 0 . 1  Z3 T 6 A , 509
1 3 5 . 3 8 6 1 A 6» 365
1 1 6 .  5 SO 1 3 0 .  139
1 0 9 . 7 1 6 1 A C . 282
1 5 5 . 9  A5 1 7 0 . 2AA
1 / A » 653 1 9 A . 6 / 1
5 A2 . 6 1 2 5 5 0 . 1 6 0
31 . 15A 3 1 . 9 6 3
A 6 / . 2 6 / 6 6 1 . 6 8 9
9 2 . 2 8 2 1 0 5 , 1 6 /
2 / 2 . 6 2 5 3 1 B . E 8 1
6/1  . 012 7 8 1 . 6 0 2
2 9 5 . 0 8 6 A a / .  C 2 A
3 3 1 .  126 A A 9 ,  Ï 5  9
2 3 0 . 0  A2 2 8 1 , 1 1 2
125 .  A 32 1 7 9 , 3 5 8
SUPPORT PERCENT
COLLECTIONS CHANGE
JAN-DEC, 83 1981-1982
6 c * 0  k fi - 1 5 . 0
1 0 1 . 9  JA 3 9 . 7
3/ Ï . 5  4/ 2 6 . 9
2 / 2 . 9 4 5 - 1 7 . 3
3AA , 5 5  3 1 9 . 5
1 9 7 . 1 7 3 3 0 . 3
1 3 1 . 0 9 1 8 . 2
A 72.  7 6 1 5 2 . A
1 1 9 . 3 9 2 2 7 .  9
5 9 5 . AoA 1 6 . 8
9 f , /  A 8 A 7 . 7
2 2 f »9 ? 1 6 . 1
1 A ? , 6 5 / 2 0 . 9
2 3 C . 6 8 5 9 . 2
3 5 5 , Aa5 2 3 . 6
31C .  1 9A 1 6 . 6
A»5 2 1 . 8 / 8 A A • 6
5 0 1 . 6  AO 1 0 . 7
20( > 7ÜA 6 . 9
3 2 . 6 / 6 - A .  3
2 8 7 . 6 / 2 0 . 6
2 6 2 . Adi 0 . 2
3 3 0 . 2  56 - 3 . 6
1 / 1 , 8 8 9 9 . 5
1 8 C . 5 2 9 9 . 5
1 3 9 . 8 0 8 1 1 . 6
1 7 C» 9 ¿7 2 7 . 8
2 3 A.5 2 Í 9 . 1
2 0 I . A  7A 1 1 . 5
5 2 7 . 9 7 2 1 . 3
3 6 . 9 7 1 2 . 5
1 » 2 A 2 »8 17 8 A • 4
1 2 0 , 3 1 9 1 3 . 9
3 2 9 , 9 6 5 1 6 . 8
9 A A, 7 39 16.  A
5 3 9 . 1 7 1 5 1 . A
A6 9 ,  7 3 7 3 5 . 8
2 8 2 . 6 0 9 2 2 . 2
2 2 5 . 1 4 7 A 2 . 9
PERCENT
CHANGE
1982-1983
PERCENT
CHANGE
1981-1983
- 1 . A -1 6 . 3
15.2 63 -9
15.2 A 6 .2
-5.0 -21 .5
23.7 A/ .9
6.9 39 . 3
19.5 29 -A
2 3.2 87 .8
-2.6 2A . A
2.1 19.3
-2.8 A3.5
5. 3 11.7
12.9 36.6
5.5 15.3
1 3. A AO . 3
2 0 . A AO .A
31 .A 90.1
7.6 19.1
l A • 0 21.9
-1 5 . 2 - 1 8 . 9
19.9 20.7
7.6 / .9
A. 3 0.5
A .A IA .A
21.6 33.3
7 .4 1 9. 9
21.8 55.7
37.7 50.3
3.3 15.5
- A • 0 -2.6
15.6 18.6
AA .2 165.9
1 A. A 30.3
3.5 21 .0
20.8 AO .7
20.6 82-7
A. A *- • CO
C . 5 22.8
25.5 79 .5
143.
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF PROBATION
SUPPORT COLLECTIONS
CO UM H» HE
N* N TUCKE T 
NA TICK 
NEW BEDFORD 
NC WSUR^P ORT 
NE h td n  
NO R IH  AD AK S 
NORTHAHP ION 
ORANGE 
OK L E A NS 
P* L KE R 
PE A E C c r  
PI T I S F  I E L 0  
PL ThOUEH 
OU I NC Y 
RO X 8 U R Y 
SA L£H
SON ER V I L L E
SOU1II 60S  ION 
SP E RC ER 
S P R I N G F I E L D  
SI OUGHTGN 
TA UNI ON 
UX BRI DGE  
WALTHAR 
WA RL  
WA H i HA K 
WES1 RO X BURY 
WE S TB ORO UGH 
WE S T F I E L D  
WlNCHENDON 
WO BURN 
WO R CES 1ER 
WR £ NTHAH
TOTAL S
IN THE DI STRICT/BOSTON MUNICIPAL COURT DEPARTMENT
SUPPORT SUPPORT SUPPORT PERCENT PERCENT PERCENT
COLLECTIONS COLLECTIONS COLLECTIONS CHANCE CHANGE CHANCE
JAN-DEC, 81 JAN-DEC, 82 JAN-DEC, 83 1981-1982 1982-1983 1981-1983
1 / ,  3 82 2 1 . 3 5 1 2 1 . 1  60 2 2 . 6 8 .  A 1 3 . 2
6 0 . 2  n 5 0 .  C i l 6 6 . 0 J l - 1 6 . 9 1 1 . 9 9 . 5
2 9 U , e IA 3 2 6 , 8 6 8 1 6 1 , 1 , 0 9 . 1 1 0 . 5 20 . 6
7 4 . £ 4 9 9 7.  71C 1 2 t . 911 3 0 . 9 2 1 . 7 61 . 9
I I I  . 751 3 9 C, 7 2 0 2 0 6 . 87A AA.  7 a. a 5 7 . 0
l / O.CAO 1 6 7 . £ 5 1 1 fi C » 3 A 9 -1 .A 7 . 5 6 . 0
1 1 2 . 6 9 1 3 9 5 . 1 8 6 4 8 « . 2  36 2 7 . 6 2 1 . 1 5 4 . 8
52 . ? 92 5 A . 8 11 7 5 . 2 , 1 1 . 8 1 7 . 1 4 2 . 6
1 8V . I 10 1 7 8 . 7 1 2 1 9 2 . 2  74 - 5 .  A 7 . 5 1 . 6
i 6 i . m 1 8 5 . 3 6 5 2 0 2 . 6 5 1 1 1 . 2 9 .  1 2 1 . 8
1 1 0 . 2 15 1 A 6 > I A 7 1 5 1 . 7 3 8 3 2 . 5 3 . 8 17 .6
/ A B . 780 3 1 5 . A70 15 *,A u5 - 5 5 . 1 5 . 6 - 5 2 . 6
2 0 9 .  A U 222 .  U  8 2 7 7 . 8  17 6 . 1 2 A . 7 1 2 . 6
1 8 6 . AAA A 9 6 , A 5 2 6AA. 7 90 2 8 . 9 2 9 . 1 6 6 . 8
2 8 9 . E 60 i A 5 .  l oe 5 0 6 . 5 5 5 1 9.  0 A 7 . 1 7 5 . 4
1 7 7 » S66 3 0 C . A7 5 1 9 5 . 1A1 6 8 . 8 3 2 . 8 124.2
1A A .C 55 3 9 1 . C59 A 15 > 8 62 1 1 . 6 6.3 2 C • 6
1 81 .  12A 1 7 6 . C87 19 «.A 52 -3.8 10 .A S • I
6 1 . 1 2A 1 2 6 . COA 1 1 0 . 2 1 6 1 07 . 1 - 1 2 . 9 83.1
¿81 . 362 9 1A. AA2 1 . 2 7 6 . 2 5 1 3 7 . 1 1 6 . 7 8 7 . 6
98 . A65 9 2 , 4 6 A 1 8 6 . 0 6 A -6.0 101.1 9 0 . 9
1 5 6 .  £72 2 1 9 . 2 0 8 2 6 9 . 2 5 7 5 2 .  A 1 2 . 5 7 1 . 6
1 1 2 . £ 0 6 1 82 .  : A 9 1 9 * . 7  7A 3 7 . 5 6 . 8 k 6 • 6
1 9 9 . 8 8 7 2 5 8 , 3 7 1 1 1 1 . 2 1 1 2 9 . 2 2 0 .  A 5 5 . 7
2 2 . 778 2 9 . 62A J l . l *2 30.9 2 4 . 7 6 1 . 2
1 5 A.881 1 7 1 . A82 1 8 6 . 6 7 7 1 0 . 7 10.0 21 . 8
9A » 869 1 6 5 . « 5 2 1 1 2 . 8 a 7 7 8 . 6 96.  A 2 5 3 . 8
2 1 0 . 5 5 1 2 l A » 8 7 1 2 2 C . 0 A 9 2.0 2.A 4.5
9 1 . 3 5 1 1 3 2 , 6 8 4 1 4 3 . 7 4 6 A 5.2 fl. 1 57 .A
16. A6A 1 1 . 6 1 9 AC.  1 21 -11.2 2 6 . 8 10 . 0
A 9 8 .5 11 51 A. 5 06 5 0 2 . 6  aO 1.2 -2.1 0.8
A 1 5 . 3  IA E K . 582 775 . l o i A 7 . 1 2 6 . 9 6 6 . 6
2 6 8 . 1 5 2 3 7 5 . 8 5 2 A 25 »7 i l A l . 2 11.1 5 9 . 7
1 7 . 9 1 2 . 0 6 5 2 1 . T A 7 . 5 r 2 » 5 . 9 1 1 . 6 9 * 2 1 . 4 1 9 . 1 A 4 . 6
COURT COSTS
COURT NAME
AO AMS
AHESBURY  
AT TLEBORO  
AY EA
BA RNS TABLE  
BO ST ON 
BR IGHTON 
BR OCKTCN 
8R Or K L 1N E 
CAMORI CGE  
CHARLES TOWN 
CH E L S E  A 
CH I  COP EE 
CL INTON 
CONCORD 
OE OHAH 
DORCHE S TE R  
O'J OLEY  
E A S T  BOSTON 
ED G AR TOWN 
F A L L  R I V E R  
F I T C H B U R G  
FR AMINGH AH 
GA RONER 
GL OUCES TER  
GRT BAARINGTON 
G R E E N F I E L D  
HA VERB I L L  
HI N G H A n 
HO LYOKE  
IP SWICH 
LA HRENCE 
LE E
L E OMI NS TER  
LO WELL 
LY NN 
MA LDEN
HA RLBORO UGH 
HI LEORD
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 
O FFIC E  OF THE COMMISSIONER OF PROBATION
IN THE DISTRICT/BOSTON MUNICIPAL COURT DEPARTMENT
C O U R T C O U R T C O U R T
CO STS CO STS CO STS
D A N -D EC, 81 D A N -D EC, 82 D A N -D EC, 83
3 . 105 5 . 0 0 0 3 . 7 9 4
1 3* 602 2 6 . 7 2 4 6 7 , 9 5 5
10 » 330 1 4 . 9 2 2 1 9 . 5  75
78 » Z 15 9 . 2 1 0 5 . 6  18
103 »213 1 2 0 . 2 2 9 11 6 , U O
1 . 2 75 230 0 08
9»f l92 32» 385 2 6 . 5  95
5 0 / C 8 8 20» 483 9 8 , 1 9 4
9 . 8 6 2 26» 953 4 8 . 4 9 3
3 9 . 2 6 3 4 4 . 9 9 8 5 3 . 8 9 9
2 . 8 3 5 1 7 . 5 0 1 2 7 . 2 8 9
3 2 . 6 6 1 2 5 . 2 1 2 6 5 . 2  36
1 2 .  921 1 7 . 7 3 3 1 7 . 4 0 4
12 » 923 1 9 . 0 1 9 2 1 . 0 6 8
3 0 . 0 1 2 2 2 . 2 8 6 2 5 . 2 1 7
2 2 . 6 5 2 5 5 . 7 7 6 5 7 , 0 5 0
1 3 9 . 1 2 6 1 3 4 . 8 1 1 1 6 2 . 1 3 8
2 8 . 9 8 6 3 8 . 5 7 2 U . 9  16
4 5 . 8 8 1 2 5 .  190 3 2 , 0  «4
1 6 . 0 0 2 1 8 . 8 5 3 1 2 . 6 6 2
3 6 . 0 2 5 35» 243 2 5 . 4 2 6
1 5 . 2 8 2 15» 385 1 1 , 7  60
3 6 . 6 1 4 4 3 . 6 6 7 4 9 » 0 79
2 . 2 3 9 4» 364 8 . 5 5 2
1 2 . 8 2 6 2 9 . 6 8 3 3 A . 1 / 0
5 . 1 5 5 4» 505 A.O 88
2 1 . 0 4 5 1 8 » 124 1 4 , 5 9 1
1 3 . 8 2 4 16» 229 15»6 71
61»454 7 9 . 9 2 4 8 2 . 4 1 8
655 6» 16 C 1 3 , 7 7 2
6 , 9 5 1 7» 64 4 6 . 7  40
22 »361 6 4 . 1 3 1 6 4 , 0  54
2 » 455 1 0 . 1 1 2 6 . 7  35
2 3 . 2 4 3 3 8 . 8 7 7 4 4 , 9 7 6
COG ooc 1 5 . 3 9 2
22 » 366 2 2 . 5 1 9 5 5 , 3 1 7
000 OOC l » 5 3 l
19 »6 90 1 5» 234 1 5 . 3 0 6
16 » 949 4 0 . 2 7 7 4 7 . 7 „ t
PERCENT PERCENT PERCENT
CHANGE CHANGE CHANGE
1981-1982 1982-1983 1981-1983
6 1 .0 - 2 4 .1 2 2 .1
9 6 .8 15 3 .8 399.5
4 4 .9 30 .7 8 9 .4
- 8 7 .5 - 4 2 .1 - 9 2 .8
16.4 - 3 . 4 12 .5
- 6 1 .9 - 7 0 .1 - 9 4 . 6
2 2 7 .2 -  1 7 .8 1 6 8 .7
4 0 .7 3 9 .3 9 6 .3
1 7 3 .2 7 9 .9 391 .&
14.6 1 9 .7 37 .2
5 1 7 .5 5 5 .9 8 6 2 .5
1 3 0 .2 - 1 3 .2 9 9 .7
- 1 . 0 - 1 . 8 - 2 . 8
47 .1 10 .7 6 3 .3
- 2 5 .7 13.1 - 1 5 . 9
10 1 .6 2 .2 10 6 .2
- 3 .1 2 0 .3 1 6 .5
33 .0 - 5 6 . 1 -41 .6
- 4 5 .0 2 7 .2 - 3 3 .1
17 .8 - 3 2 .8 - 2 0 .8
- 2 . 3 - 2 7 . 8 - 2 9 . 5
0 .6 - 2 3 .5 - 2 3 .3
19. 3 1 2 .3 34 .3
- 3 9 .  7 9 5 .9 18.1
13 1 .4 15.1 1 6 6 .4
- 1 2 .6 - 9 .2 - 2 0 - 6
- 1 3 . 8 - 1 9 .4 - 3 0 . 6
3 1 .3 - 1 4 .0 12 .9
30. 0 3 .1 34.1
1145 .8 68 .7 2 0 02 .5
12 .8 - 1 4 .0 - 3 .3
- 1 1 .3 - 0 .1 - 1 1 .4
35 .6 - 3 3 .3 - 9 .6
6 7 .2 15 .6 9 3 .5
010 100.0 100.0
- 1 7 .7 14 5 .6 102.1
0 .0 100.0 100 .3
- 2 2 .6 0 .4 - 2 2 .2
137.6 18.4 181.4
145.
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 
O FFIC E  OF THE COMMISSIONER OF PROBATION
COURT COSTS
COURT NAME
NA N 1UCKE T 
NA T ICK 
NEW BEDFORD 
NE W8URYP0RT 
NE W1 ON 
NORTH AD A US 
NO RTHAMPTON 
OR ANGE 
ORLEANS  
PA LNER 
PE A800Y  
P I T T S F 1 E L D  
PL Y NOU 1 H 
QU I NC Y 
RO X 8 UR Y 
SA LEH
S O ME R V I L L E  
SOUTH BOSTON 
ST ENCER  
SP R I N G F I E L D  
STOUGHTON 
TA UNTON 
UX 6R I CGE  
WALTHAM 
WA RE 
WA REHAM 
WEST ROXBURY 
WE S T BORO UGH 
WE S T F I E L D  
WINCHENDON 
WO BURN 
WO R C E S T E R  
WR E WTHAH
IN THE DISTRICT/BOSTON MUNICIPAL
C O U R T C O U R T
CO STS CO STS
3 A N -D EC , 81 3 A N -D EC , 82
1 »0 T9 4,810
12.116 1 1,525
n o 1.935
5. 305 5, I 1C
1 A » 2 51 16,580
6,791 OOC
64,402 77.009
8,559 11» 102
64,440 87,071
10 , fi 72 13,703
38,514 41 , 0 0 7
22,643 24» 723
29,178 31,088
COO 98.200
21,783 37,492
44,754 55» 170
10,706 24,384
18,387 42,431
23.804 32.051
84,649 72.06 1
12.1 42 11,292
16.199 34» 84 5
26.3 72 35» 26 1
56,686 14,978
3.660 3,330
30,259 41,008
49 » 600 40 . 1 3 2
16,4 95 12 , 1 4 0
12,407 20» 752
4 » 277 1» 980
6,970 COO
000 OOO
50.794 59.034
1,825,364 2 , 1 9 5 , 4 0 8
DEPARTMENT
C O U R T
CO STS
JA N -D E C , 83
P E R C E N T
CH A N G E
1981-1982
3 . 5 2 1 3 4 5 . 7
1 4 , 5  36 - 4 . 3
655 1 6 5 9 . 0
8 , 8 5 4 - 5 . 6
1 6 , 1 9 5 1 6 . 3
0Û0 - 1 0 0 . 0
5 8 , 6  40 1 9 . 5
1 2 , 7 4 6 3 2 . 0
8 2 , 8 8 1 3 5 .  1
2 2 , 5 0 0 2 6 . 0
3 6 . 1 9 2 6 • 4
1 9 , 9 6 9 9 . 1
3 0 , 0  95 6.  5
9 3 , 9 3 7 1 0 0 .  0
58»4 39 7 2 . 1
4 2 , 6 3 6  ' 2 3.  2
39,  4 44 1 2 7 . 7
3 0 , 6 5 0 1 3 0 . 7
8 , 2  97 3 4 . 6
7 8 , 6 8 4 - 1 4 . 8
1 1 , 7 9 0 - 7 .  0
3 4 , 1 6 2 1 1 5 . 1
1 9 , 1 9 8 3 3 . 7
2 8 , 1 9 4 - 7 3 . 5
1 , 9 9 0 * 9 . 0
<»6*4 0 4 3 5 . 5
5 2 , 6 5 3 - 1 9 . 9
1 3 , 8 2 2 - 2 6 . 4
1 7 , 8  97 6 7 . 2
1 , 2 7 5 - 5 3 . 7
1 8 , 4 1 8 - 1 0 0 . 9
000 0 . 9
35* 4 aZ 1 6 . 2
2» 3 3 4 , 8  66 2 0 . 2
P E R C E N T
C H A N G E
1982-1983
P E R C E N T
CH A N G E
1981-1983
- 2 6 . 7 2 2 6 . 32 6 . 1 1 9 . 9- 6 6 . 1 4 9 5 . 4
7 3 . 2 6 6 . 9
- 2 . 3 1 3 . 6
0 . 0 - 1 0 0 . 0- 2 3 . 8 - 8 . 9
1 2 . 7 4 8 . 9
- 4 . 8 2 8 . 66 4 . 1 1 0 6 . 9
- 1 1 . 7 - 6 . 0
- 1 9 . 2 - 1 1 . 8
- 3 . 1 3 . 1
- 4 . 3 100 - 0
5 5 . 8 1 6 8 . 2
- 2 2 . 7 - 4 . 7
6 1 . 7 2 6 8 . 4
- 2 7 . 7 6 6 . 6
- 7 4 . 1 - 6 5 . 1
9 . 1 -7 . 0
4 . 4 - 2 . 9
- 1 . 9 1 10 . 8
- 4 5 . 5 - 2 7 . 2
8 8 . 2 - 5 0 . 2
- 4 0 . 2 - 4 5 . 6
1 3 . 1 5 3 . 3
3 1 . 1 6 . 1
1 3 . 8 - 1 6 . 2
- 1 3 . 7 4 4 . 2
- 3 5 . 6 - 7 0 . 1
1 0 0 . 0 164 . 2
0 . 0 0 . 0
- 3 9 . 8 - 3 0 . 1
6 . 3 2 7 . 9
TOTALS
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 
O FFIC E  OF THE COMMISSIONER OF PROBATION
FINES, SURFINES IN THE DISTRICT/BOSTON MUNICIPAL COURT DEPARTMENT
FINES FINES FINES PERCENT PERCENT PERCENT
SURFINES SURFINES SURFINES CHANGE CHANGE CHANGE
C O U R T  A A ME JAN-DEC, 81 JAN-DEC, 82 JAN-DEC, 83 . 1981-1982 1982-1983 1981-1983
AD A»S 6» A 78 9 » eo 2 ir , 1 /7 48.2 5.9 57 .0
AMESBUf T 50 » A 98 66» 764 6 t » 9 11 32.2 27.1 68.1
AT TLEEC R C 73 »647 7 A » 22 1 81.7 46 0.7 10.1 10.9
AYEF 37 » 1 75 35» E36 47,220 -4.1 32.5 27 .0
BA R H S T A B L E 78.937 8 1 , 6 0 3 117,326 6. 5 43.4 52.4
BD SI ON Al » 708 45» CB 7 48.735 8 . 1 6.0 16.8
B R I G H T C N 6.5 75 2 * 4 4 6 1C.524 28.4 24.5 60.5
BR OCKTC R A 9 . A 83 64» C07 9 f » 8 30 29.3 54.4 99 - 7
RR C C K L 1 N E 8.279 31 . 9 4 4 25.153 2 8 5.8 -2 1 . 2 20 3.8
CA M E R I C G E 67.551 9 0 . 2 8 3 87,3 00 33.6 -3.3 29.2
c h a r l e s t o w a 3 » C 77 6.250 7,923 1C 3. 1 26.7 157.4
CH EL SEA 56.037 7 C » A 7 1 9C.3 32 25.7 28.1 61.1
C H I C O P E E 13,255 18 . 1 9 6 16.8 90 3 7 . 2 - 7 . 1 2 7 . 4
CL I A TO A 3 5 . 5 0 2 6 C » ( 14 6 6 , 4 2 7 7 0 . 1 9 . 9 87.1
CONCGRC 42 » 674 53» 329 7 5 . 0  56 2 4 . 9 4 0 . 7 75. B
DEDHAM A 3 , 5 5 7 4 8 , 4 0 3 35 » 1 £ 3 1 1 . 1 - 2 7 . 4 - 1 9 . 3
OORCHES TER A .  A 91 6 . 9 5 6 7 , 4 6 5 5 4 . 8 7 . 3 6 6- 2
OUDLEY 5 2 , 5 0 5 7 3 . C 7 5 7 7 , 8  98 3 9 . 1 6 . 5 4 8 . 3
EA ST BC S TCA 3 9 . 3 8 9 2 5 . 3 7 8 4 5 . 5 0 1 - 3 5 . 5 7 9 . 2 15.5
ED GARTC HK 5 , 2 2 4 5 , 4 7 1 9 . 7  70 4 . 7 7 8 . 5 87 .0
F A L L  R I V E R 8 5 . 9 0 2 7 4 , 3 4 0 7 6 . 6 2 5 - 1 3 . 4 3 . 0 - 1 0 . 7
F I T C H B G R C 5 6 . 0 6 A 5 4 , 8 2 4 5 2 . 5 8 0 - 2 . 2 - 4 . 0 - 6 . 2
FR AHIACHAM 1 5 1 , 5 4 6 1 5 4 , 9 0 6 1 2 6 . 7 8 7 2 . 2 - 1 8 . 1 - 1 6 . 3
GA RC AE i 4 2 . 9 7 9 5 3 . 9 5 5 6 E . 8  73 2 5 . 5 2 3 . 9 5 5 . 5
GL OUCES TER 4 8 . 1 1 8 6 2 . 2 8 8 7 3. 5 65 2 9 . 4 1 8 . 1 5 2 . 8
GRT BAHRI ACTCN 9 .  1 68 1 2 . 4 9 8 9 . 8  74 3 6 . 3 - 2 0 . 9 7 . 7
GRE E WF1 E L C . 1 7 , 4  42 2 9 . C 3 7 3 3 . 9 0 0 6 6 . 4 1 6 . 7 9 4 . 3
HA VERB I L L 3 2 . 101 46» 145 3 8 , 8  35 4 3 . 7 - 1 5 . 8 20 • 9
HINGHAM 7 6 , 6 7 2 9 8 . 9 5 6 1 6 8 , 8  60 2 9 . 0 7 0 . 6 1 2 0 . 2
HD LACKE 42» 185 4 1 , 7 2 2 4 5 . 7 3 3 - 1 . 0 9 . 6 b. 4
IPSWI CH 12 »644 1 1 , 3 8 1 1 9 . 7 2 9 - 1 1 . 3 7 3 . 8 5 4 . 0
LA MREACE 9 7 . 8 1 3 1 3 2 , 5 7 2 1 3 8 , 4  12 3 5 . 5 4 . 4 4 1 . 5
L EE 1 1 . 2 3 3 1 9» C54 1 4 , 7 5 5 6 9 . 6 - 2 2 . 5 31 .  3
LE OH I A S T E R 60 » 797 8 0 . 8 8 9 1 3 C . 1 23 3 3 . 0 6 0 . 9 1 1 4 . 1
LOWELL 1 6 4 , 0 5 0 2 6 4 , 1 3 1 2 4 6 . 6  15 6 1 . 0 - 6 . 6 5 0 . 3
LYNH 82 »478 1 4 4 . 8 9 2 12C» 751 7 5 . 6 - 1 6 . 6 4 6 . 4
HALCEK 46 » AA7 5 0 , 1 3 7 4 5 . 0  79 7 . 9 - 1 0 . 0 - 2 . 9
MA RLEOROUGH 4 2 . 9 5 8 6 0 , 4 0 9 5 5 . 8  92 4 0 . 6 - 7 . 4 3 0 . 1
MI L c 0 RC 2 3 . A76 3 C » C 0 4 4 4 , 8 2 7 2 7 . 8 4 9 . 4 9 0 . 9
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 
O FFIC E  OF THE COMMISSIONER OF PROBATION
FINES, SURFINES
CD URT RAKE
NA N T UC N E 1 
N*TICK 
NEW eECFCRC 
N E W n U RYPCRI 
N E W ’CN 
N0R1H ADAMS 
NOR 1H A M PTON 
OR ANGE 
OR LE A NS 
PA L MER 
PEA8CDY 
P I T T S F I E L D  
PL YW0U1H 
QU INCY 
RD X P U H Y  
SALEM
S O M ' R V l l L E  
SO U T H  6 0 S T C N  
S PENCEF 
S> R IN G F I ELD 
ST OUGHT ON 
TA UNTCN 
UK B R I C G E  
WA L THAW 
WA RE 
WA REHAH 
WEST R C X E U R Y  
WE S T 8 0 R O U G H  
W E S T F I E L D  
W l N C H E N D C N  
WO B l R N 
W O R C E S T E R  
HR E M H A H
T O T A L S
IN THE DISTRICT/BOSTON MUNICIPAL COURT DEPARTMENT
FINES FINES FINES
SURFINES SURFINES SURFINES
JAN-DEC, 81 JAN-DEC, 82 JAN-DEC, 83
812 1 , 4 0 7 1 » 0 u 6
20 » A37 21» c6C 2 C » 617
77 » 5 5A 9 9 , 1 5 0 1 2 6 , 3 9 6
22 » 2 69 3 2 , 2 2 7 27,577
2 9 , 5 0 3 2 4 . 7 1 5 2 6 . 3 3 4
21 » C80 3 7 . 5 1 7 3 1 , 7 7 8
52 » 992 7 4 , 7 9 5 1 1 1 , 1 0 51 1 , 9 0 4 l 6 , £ 3 6 2 1 , 1 4 2
A 2 »656 5 6 , 7 7 0 6 2 , 0  A9
IT »216 2 2 , 7 2 7 2 3» 9 i  3
52 »C30 7 1 . 6 7 0 7 3» 2 >7
4 2 , 5 6 9 5 5 , 3 0 3 4 6 , 7 7 9
39 , 7 3C 4 4 , 2 6 2 5 6 , 8 3 6
7 1 , 9 2 0 8 9 , 6 2 3 1 2 7 , 20Q
2 5 . 1 2 1 2 9 , 1 6 9 4 1 , 4 1 0
7 1 , 4 4 7 8 0 , 7 6 4 8 0 , 2 9 1
108 » £64 1 0 0 , 1 8 1 1 1 4 , 1 5 7
7 »087 1 8,  9 0 J 1 5 , 7 7 0
22 »679 2 5 , 4 3 8 5 3 . 5 0 6
1 0 8 , 5 5 5 2 7 9 ,  157 1 8 7 , 9 1 9
49 » 107 4 3 , 8 1 1 5 6 , 4 8 5
5 6 , 3 1 4 7 2 , 5 4 4 1 1 0 , 3 , 0
2 9 . 5 8 6 4 9 ,  145 5 5 , 1 «8
1 0 6 . 0 0 2 5 7 , 9 9 8 8 3 , 1 4 9
4 . 9 4 0 3,  905 5 , 4  97
41 » 124 5 4 , 4 6 5 92, 9.12
8 » 319 1 2 , 3 6 3 P 9 3 9 0
7 4 , 2 2 6 6 9 , 7 1 3 1 0 4 , 0  76
20 » 669 2 1 , 6 7 8 2 3 » 8 b4
10,000 1 3 , 2 9 0 Ç » 4 d 7
102 » S66 1 5 2 , 7 6 3 1 3 2 , 7 , 4
178» £95 2 6 5 , 9 7 7 3 6 6 , 9 7 2
61 » 979 6 9 , 6 1 6 8 5 , 4 3 6
3 , 4 0 9 . 1 0 2 4 , 3 6 7 , 2 7 0 4 , 9 4  3 , 9  58
PERCENT PERCENT p e r c e n t
CHANGE CHANGE CHANGE
1981-1982 1982-1983 1981-1983
7 3.2 -28.5 23.8
4 . 0 -3.0 3.8
2 7.8 29.4 65.5
44.7 ~ 1 4 • 4 23.8
- 16.2 6.5 - ID . 7
77.9 -15.2 53.7
41.1 46.5 109.6
41.4 25.5 77.5
32.4 9.2 4 4 . 7
32.0 5.2 38.8
37.7 2.2 43.8
29.9 -15.4 9.8
11.4 32.9 48.3
24.8 41.6 76.8
16.1 4 1.9 64.8
13.0 -0.6 12.3
-7.9 13.9 4.8
166.7 -16.5 122.512.1 110.3 135.9
157. 1 -32.6 73.1
-1 0 . 7 33.4 19.3
28.8 52.1 96.066.1 12.2 86. 3
-4 5 . 2 43.3 -21.5
-20. 9 40.7 11.2
32.4 70.5 125.9
48.6 -32.1 3 . 8
-6.0 49.2 40.2
4.8 10.0 15.4
32.8 -26.6 -5.1
48.3 -13.0 28.9
48.6 37.9 105.1
12.3 22.7 57.8
26.1 13.2 45-3
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 
O FFIC E  OF THE COMMISSIONER OF PROBATION
RESTITUTION COLLECTIONS IN THE DISTRICT/BOSTON MUNICIPAL COURT DEPARTMENT
RESTITUTION RESTITUTION RESTITUTION PERCENT PERCENT PERCENT
COURT NAME COLLECTIONS COLLECTIGNS COLLECTIONS CHANGE CHANGE CHANGEJAN-DEC, 81 JAN-DEC, 82 JAN-DEC, 83 1981-1982 1982-1983 1981-1983
AD A MS 3 , 3 4 2 3 , 2 8 8 4 , 0  33 - 1 . 6 2 2 . 6 20 . 6
4ME SEURY 7 . 1 8 0 1 C . 725 1 6 , 8 3 1 4 9 . 4 5 7 . 3 1 3 5 . 1
ATTLEBORO 37 »5 28 3 5 . 5 9 3 5 1 . 3 7 3 - 5 .  1 4 2 . 7 3 5 . 4
AY E A 69 » 78A 1 6 7 , 4 9 5 154 , 2 37 1 4 0 . 0 -  7 . 9 1 2 1 . 0
BARNSTABLE 85 »0 12 1 1 5 . 0 / 5 1 4 7 , 3 4 9 3 5 . 3 2 8 . 0 7 3 . 3
BO STUN 1 5 7 . 6 8 3 1 2 3 . 28C 1 7 1 . 3 / 0 - 1 0 . 4 3 9 . 0 2 4 . 4
BR IGH TON 2 2 . 6 0 2 4 6 , 6 1 7 4 2 , 1 3 9 LC 6 .  2 * 9 . 6 8 6 . 4
BROCKTON 7 3 . 8 6 3 1 4 2 , 0 0 0 1 5 6 , 3 7 6 9 2 .  3 1 C . 0 1 1 1 . 7
BROOKL I NE 1 9 . 2 3 8 1 7 . 7 8 2 3 4 , 1 6 4 - 7 . 5 9 2 . 1 77 .5
CA PEP I DGE 1 0 6 . A56 1 3 4 , 4 0 6 1 4 2 . 0 7 9 2 6 . 2 5 . 7 3 3- 4
CH ARLE5T0WN 6 . 5 0 0 8 , 4 5 8 7 . 6  32 2 2 . 5 - 9 . 7 10 . 6
CHELSEA 18 » 4 02 3 1 , 6 4 8 8 5 . 3 0 4 7 1 . 9 1 6 9 . 5 3 6 3 . 5
CH I COFE  E 1 5 . 8 1 8 2 9 . 5 3 9 3 6 . 8  55 8 5 . 4 2 5 . 7 1 3 3 - 2
CL I NT CN 1 3 . 2 5 6 2 2 . 6 0  C 2 3 , 6  44 6 9 . 2 4 . 6 7 7 . 0
CONC ORD 4 9 . 7 4 1 5 6 . 7 9 4 6 2 . 1 5 2 1 4 . 1 9 . 4 2 4 . 9
OEDHAH 3 8 . 5 1 6 7 1 , 1 8 2 7 3 , 7 4 0 8 4 . 8 3 . 5 9 1 . 4
DORCHESTER 1 1 4 . 5 1 7 8 2 . 5 6 5 1 2 4 . 1 3 2 - 2 7 . 9 5 0 .  3 8 . 3
DU 01 E Y 3 2 . 6 2 3 5 C . 868 7 4 , 5  16 5 5 . 9 4 6 . 4 1 2 8 . 4
EA ST BOSTON 3 2 . 5  62 4 7 . 2 9 1 6 5 , 9  36 4 5 . 2 3 9 . 4 1 0 2 . 4
EO GARTOH N 1 7 . 2 5 4 1 5 .  124 2 2 , 1 te - 1 2 . 3 4 6 . 5 2 8 . 4
F AL L  R I V E R 4 4 . 5 1 9 6 3 . 5 6 7 8 1 . 4 3 4 4 2 . 7 2 8 . 1 8 2 . 9
H T C H e U R G 2 2 . 8  72 2 7 . 7 2 9 3 6 . 9  10 2 1 . 2 4 C • 3 70 .1
FR AM I N G H  AH 1 1 6 . 2 4 8 1 2 4 . 2 5 5 1 7 J . 7  38 6 . 8 3 9 . 8 A9 • A
GA RDNER 2 0 . 2 4 3 2 3 , 3 0 7 3 C ,  1 a 3 1 5 . 1 2 9 . 5 4 9 . 1
GL OUCEST ER 1 6 . 4 7 8 2C» 288 A 2 » 6 2 3 . 1 1 1 0 . 1 1 5 8 . 7
GRT BARRINGTON 2 7 , 2 9 1 8,  C6 1 1 2 . 0 7 4 -  7 0 . 4 4 9 . 7 - 5 5 . 7
G R E E N F I E L C Z 1 . 621 2 6 . 5 0 6 2 6 , 7 7 6 22.  5 1 . 0 2 3 . 8
HA V E R H I L L 3 6 . 3 8 7 3 7 . 6 0 3 5 2 , 5 4 7 3 . 3 39.  0 AA • A
HINGHAM 7 8 , 3 4 6 7 6 . 1 2 7 8 0 . 6  12 - 2 . 8 5 . 8 2 . 8
HB LYOKE 6 3 . 2  82 5 7 . 9 5 5 7 2 . 8 1 8 - 8 . 4 2 5 . 6 15 . 0
IP S V I C H 4 . 8 8 9 9 . 7 0 8 8» a o 1 98.5 - 9 . 3 7 9 . 9
LA HRENCE 1 1 7 . 7 8 9 1 2 7 . 4 1 3 1 2 2 , 4 5 2 8 . 1 - 3 . 8 3 . 9
LE E 2 5 . 7  38 l C , 465 1 3 , 6 1 6 -59.3 3 0 . 1 - 4 7 . 3
LE OPiINS T ER 20 . C62 4 3 . 2 5 2 6 3 , 6 2 2 115 . 5 , 4 7 . 0 2 1 7 . 1
LO WELL 1 1 5 . 1 0 5 161» 6 9 A 14 1 » 2 d 9 4 0 . 4 - 1 2 . 6 2 2 . 7
LY NN 6 2 , 6 4 3 8 4 , C85 1 1 2 . 5  n 6 3 4 . 2 3 3 . 8 7 9 . 6
HA L 0 E N 7 7 . G 5 6 8 5 , 6 1 3 9 8 , 5 / 5 1 6 . 2 1 0 . 0 2 7 . 9
MA RL BOROUGH 2 9 . 5 5 2 3 2 . 89C 5 4 , 5 5 0 9 . ** 6 5 . 8 8? . 1
M I LECRD 1 8 . C 5 2 4 1 . 4 8 6 2 9 . 5 6 5 1 29.  3 - 2 8 . 7 6 3 . 7
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF PROBATION
RESTITUTION COLLECTIONS
COURT NAPE
NANTUCKET  
NA T TCK 
NEW BECECRC  
NE WEURYPORI  
W T ON
NORTH ADAMS 
NO R TH AMP ION 
OS a n g e  
OS L E A N S 
PA LMER 
PEABODY 
PI T T S F 1ELO 
PL YMOUIH 
QU INCY 
ROX8URY 
SA L EM 
SOME R VI L L E  
SO U1H BOSTON 
SP EWCER 
S? R l N G F I E L D  
STOUGHTON 
rA UNTON 
UX B R I C6E 
WA L Y H A M\
WA RE 
WA REHAK)
WEST ROXBURY 
WESTBORCUGH 
WE S T F I E L  0 
WI NCHENO ON 
WO BLRN 
WO R I E S 1 E R 
WS EMHAM
TOTALS
IN THE DISTRICT/BOSTON MUNICIPAL COURT DEPARTMENT
RESTITUTION RESTITUTION RESTITUTION PERCENT
COLLECTIONS COLLECTIONS COLLECTIONS CHANGE
JAN-DEC. 81 JAN-DEC, 82 JAN-DEC, 83 1981-1982
6 * 2 7 4 2. S43 7.8 70 -55.4
28.025 25 . 5 3 6 43.8 14 -3.8
51.824 65,598 65.884 26.5
13 . 303 l /,364 24,4 34 30.5
39.011 41.569 51.514 6.5
7 .699 1C.353 15,3/9 34.4
/ I . 106 65.606 88.2/0 -/./
9.2/5 IE. 104 17.388 73.6
36.C92 4 7 , 9 0 4 4 6# 6 o 0 32.7
30.511 3 C * 86 4 3 0. 4 60 1.1
4 3.6/2 59. Ill 43.8 15 35. 3
38.65/ 61 , 2 / 4 7 3 . 5 J8 58.5
69.208 87 . 4 / 2 87.308 26.3
21/ . S 90 23C.A 86 2 3 5 . 4 3 1 5.7
69.011 118 , 1 5 5 2 1 9 , 7 8 6 71.2
55.545 73.(192 /5,80e 31.5
8/.651 9 C . 519 10 1,7 03 3.7
29.251 55 . 0 6 3 58,8.16 8 8. 2
1/ .5 68 28.49/ 2 J.9 30 62-2
109,432 228. / 5 3 1/3.245 109.0
38,058 5 1 , 1 8 / 56.204 34.4
45.540 5 1 . 9 2 5 70, l 14 14.0
10.825 20 . 7 / 3 19.000 91.8
156.543 71.178 6 6»5 9 4 -54.5
2.1/8 6.679 3. 1 1/ 20 6.5
38,1 34 50.891 53,6 58 33.4
/3. 530 77.23/ 118,436 4.4
38,0// 50 . 2 5 8 51,269 3 1.9
1 / . 6 6/ 19.462 25,566 10. t
4 . 133 2. 88 3 6.3 13 - 3C. 2
134.395 142,617 1 6 5 . 8o5 6- 1
9 6 » 6 7 4 T 38. 665 1 7 Ï . U 7 4 3.4
/O . 349 8 0.416 90.241 14. 3
3 . 5 / 9 . C 95 4 . 3 9 9 , 5 6 6 5 , 1 3 5 . 4  59 22.9
PERCENT
CHANGE
1982-1983
PERCENT
CHANGE
1981-1983
1 / 6.8 
/I .5 
C • 4 
40./
23.9
48.5
34.5 
/ . 9
-2.5
- 1 . 2
-25.8
19.9
- 0 . 1
2 . 1
96.0 
3./
1 1 . 8
6.8
- 1 6 . 0
-2 4 . 2
9.8
35.0 
-8.5 
“6.4
-5 3 . 3  
5.5 
53.3 
2.0 
3 1.3 
118.9 
16. 3 
26.2 
1 2 . 2
23.4
56.3 
2 / . 1 
83.6 
3 2 0  
99 ./
24.1 
8/ .4
29.3
- 0  . 1
0.3 
90 -1
26.1 
8.3
2 1 8 . 4
36.4 
16.0
1 0 1 . 1
36.2
58.2 
4/ .6 
53.9 
/ 5.5
-5/.4 
43.0 
4 0 . 8
60.2 
3 4.6 
44 . 7 
52 . /
23.4 
81 .1 
28.2
16.8 43.5
150.
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 
O FFIC E  OF THE COMMISSIONER OF PROBATION
DRIVING UNDER THE IN FLU EN CE OF LIQUOR ASSESMENTS IN THE DISTRICT/BOSTON MUNICIPAL COURT DEPARTM ENT
DUIL DUIL DUIL PERCENT PERCENT PERCENT
ASSESMENTS ASSESMENTS ASSESMENTS CHANGE CHANCE CHANGE
C O U R T  NAME JAN-DEC, 81 JAN-DEC, 82 JAN-DEC, 83 1981-1982 1982-1983 1981-1983
AD AMS 6 » 300 9*435 5*7 JO 49.7 -38.7 -8.2
AW E'B L F Y is » 43i 2 1 * 5 8 5 3*2 65 60.7 -84.8 -75.0
AT T I E B C R O 7 5 * 49C 93» C60 69*727 23.2 -2 5 . 0 -7.6
Ar ER 13*368 3 C * 9 5 C 4 1,9 u5 -7.2 35.3 25.5
B A R N S T A B L E 8A »571 9 C , £0 A 9C.0 44 7.3 -o.e 6.4
80 S TON 11*275 15» £65 £.625 40.7 -45.6 -23-5
8 R I C H T C N 11 - 5 71 19*439 8.0 95 62. 3 -5 8 . 3 -32-3
BR OCKTC N 68*541 69» 11C 67,845 0. 2 -1.8 -1 .5
8 R 0 C K L I N E 6 »2 15 1 3 * C 4 5 9*00 1 109.8 - 30. 9 44.8
CA h RP ICGE 45 » 5 80 54 . 5 2 7 52*903 19.6 -2.9 1 6 . 0
C H A R L E S T O W N 3 * 170 11*650 27*182 267.5 133.3 75 7 . 5
C H E L S E A 71,734 74* 980 83*135 4.5 10.8 15.8
CH I C CPE E 13 *585 l 2* 360 13*705 -9.0 10.8 0.8
CL I N T C N 19* 305 32» 9 2 C 40,287 70.5 22.3 108.6
CQ NC CPC 82 *565 120*786 111*237 46.2 -7.9 34.7
0E OH AH 60 » C 82 72*055 90*355 19.9 25.3 50.3
O Q R C H E S  TER 23 » 385 13*593 1 1.681 -41.8 -1 4 . 0 -50.0
O J D L E Y 33.861 63* 102 65*755 86. 3 4.2 94.1
EA ST BC SIGN 10 * 369 7. 202 9,9 u 7 -30.5 37.5 -4.4
ED G «RTE WN 10 » 715 1 4 * 5 0 5 12.925 35. 3 -1 0 . 8 20.6
F A L L  R I V E R 60 * 145 59* 850 51,694 -0.4 -13.6 -14.0
F I T C H B L R G 23*535 2 6 * 3 7 3 13*150 12.0 -50. 1 -44.1
FT AH INCH AM 83.304 95 * 7 7 8 99*752 14.9 4.1 19.7
GA RCNEF 2 3 » A 35 2 5 * 3 1 0 21.410 8.0 -15.4 -6.6
GL 0CCE5 TER 23 »033 23 * 8 2 5 22*960 3.4 -3.6 -3 .3
GTT PARR INGTON 7* 9 7 7 5 * 4 0 7 7.155 -32-2 32.3 - 1 0 . 3
G R E E N F I E L C 36 » 372 32*535 44*275 -10.5 36.0 21.7
HA V F R H I L L 38*812 39.840 33*635 2.6 -15.5 -13.3
H I N C H A M 102.C11 9 7 * 2 2 0 110*092 •4.6 13.2 7.9
H 3LYCKE 16.190 10*500 20,9 45 -35.1 99.4 29.3
IP SWICH 9*295 8*405 1 C p 6 a 0 -9.5 27.0 14.9
LA WHENCE 75 * 717 t04. 859 90*7 J2 38. 4 -13.5 19.7
LEE 8 * 6 46 14» £80 10,0 35 72.0 - 32 .5 16.0
L E O M I N S T E R 2 4 , COO 28* £00 2 3 *0 uO 20.0 -20.1 -4.1
L3 WFLL 1 38 * 380 131*535 29*935 -26. '6 -7 0 . 5 -7 8.3
LY NN 59.7 78 51* £44 69*291 -13-2 33.6 15 . 9
HA L CEN 5 1 . 35a 96 * 7 8 1 8 £ . 950 88.4 -10.1 6 9 • 3
HA RlBCFOllGh 25 » £82 30*487 58 * 8 4 2 17.7 93.0 127.3
M ILFCRt 18*783 2 3 * 2 3 3 15,0b9 23.6 “ 35.1 -19.7
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 
O FFIC E OF THE COMMISSIONER OF PROBATION
DRIVING UNDEX THE INFLUENCE OF LIQUOR ASSESMENTS IN THE DISTRICT/BOSTON MUNICIPAL O'URT DEPARTMENT
DUIL DUIL DUIL PERCENT
ASSESMENTS ASSESMENTS ASSESMENTS CHANGE
COURT NAME JAN-DEC, 81 JAN-DEC, 82 JAN-DEC, 83 1981-1982
NA N l U C K E T 2.595 8.615 6.0 55 2 38. 5
NA TICK 12.315 20.970 16.705
NEW B E D E C R D 51,971 56, COO 9 8.6 30 7.7
NE W B U R Y P 0 R T 37.660 39,629 95.105 5-2NE WION 23 , S99 29 . 7 2 5 29,070 ? 3«. a
N 3 R I H  ADAMS 23.900 22 , 7 6 9 20. 8 oO -4 .7
N O R T H A M P T O N 67,508 85,<80 33*402 25.8
OR A NCE 10.560 11,700 15.6 00 10.7
OR L E A NS 36.625 39.672 6 3.9 50 9. 3
PA LF.ER 59.570 97.C15 90,9 70 -13.8
PE A0OOT 52,935 55 . * 2 0 50.795
PI T ISE1EL0 16.6 59 29 . 3 3 0 30.595 76.0
PL Y«1CUTH 92,915 9 5, 868 99.129 6.8
QU I NC Y 118.299 116.299 93,319 -1.7
RO X BURY 16,510 26.261 10,9 52. 59.0
SA LEM 71.695 77.135 7C.3 13 7.6
S O M E R V I L L E 9 3 . 8 75 93» 780 90.395 -0. 2
SO U T H  E O S T O N 9.285 8.005 9,550 -13.7
SM E N C E R 95,500 96 . 9 8 0 3 f ,9 ¿5 2.1
SP R T N GFIELD 111 . 765 121» 599 150,878 8. 7
S T O U G H T O N 55.190 90» 178 9 3.9 99 -27.2
TA U N T O N 53.715 6 9 . 0 7 2 6 3, 9 22 28.5
UX B R I D G E 22.809 20,560 25,622 -9. 8
WA L T H A fA 56.060 58 . 2 0 5 131,307 3.8
WA RE 3. 7 90 5,675 6,9 95 51.7
WA REHAM1 59.889 51, 3 8 5 5 0» 3 Ü 3 -19.1
WE S T  R O X B U R Y 11 . 2 65 11.950 1 3,1 90 1.6
WE S T 8 C R 0 U G H 57.760 97. 5 2 5 59,175 - 17.7
W E S T F I E L D 25,296 29,270 28.9 25 15.7
W I N C H E N D  OK 9,190 2» 790 1,9 50 - 33. 8
WO BURN 78.700 99» 9 1 C 21 0 , 9 8 6 20.5
WO R C E S 1 E R 135.300 12 7» 89 0 113,100 -5.5
W I E N T H A H 66,663 55» 932 99,7 16 -16.0
TO T A L S 2 . 9 9 9 . 5 2 8 J, 269» 37 3 3» 353.891 9.0
PERCENT
CHANGE
1982-1983
*6 • 4
- I P . 3 
-13.1
13.8 
- 2.2 
- 8.2 
-2. A 
33.3
59.9 
-13.9
-6.3 
9.1
7.0 
-1 9 . 7  
-60.1 
-8.8 
-7.7 
1 9. 8 
-1 7 . 2
29.0
8.2
-7.9
99.0 
12 5 . 5
1 9.9 
- 2 . 1  
19.7 
29.5 
- 2.8
-97.0
12 1 . 7
- 1 1 . 5
- 20.0
PERCENT
CHANGE
1981-1983
216.5
35.6 
-fa. 9
19.7
21.1
- 1 2 . 6
22.6
97.7
73.2 
-2 5 . 6
-9.3
83.3 
19.9
- 2 1 . 1  
-36.6 
- 1 . 8  
-7.9 
3.2 
- 1 5 . 9  
Î 9 .9 
- 2 1 . 1
19.3
29.8 
139 .2
73.6 
-1 5 . 9
16.6 
2.9
12.3 
-6 9 . 9  
167.9 
-16.9 
- 3 2 . 9
2.7 11.9
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF PROBATION
JUVENILE ARRAIGNMENTS
C3 U H  RARE
JUVENILE 
ARRAIGNMENTS 
JAN-DEC, 81
JUVENILE 
ARRAIGNMENTS . 
JAN-DEC, 82
JUVENILE 
ARRAIGNMENTS 
JAN-DEC, 83
PERCENT
CHANGE
1981-1982
PERCENT
CHANGE
1982-1983
PERCENT
CHANGE
1981-1983
AO AH E A 2 A 8 57 1A. 2 18.7 35.7
*9 ESBUR Y 121 132 1 11 9.0 -15.9 -8.2
AT U E B E R C 217 16 4 2Al -16.7 -8.7 - 2 3 . 9
AY EH 253 255 1 72 0.7 -3 2 . 5 -32.0
8ARE ST A B L E 539 519 A 1 3 -3.7 -10.7
-14.1
BO S 1 OR 1 .383 1.070 9 22 -22.6 -1 3. 8
-33.3
B R I C H T t N 77 92 d5 19. A -7.6 10.3
8R OCKTC N S09 ! 3 9 7 69 -7.7 -8.3 -1 5 . 4
B R C C K L 1 N E 78 115 93 * 7 . A -19.1 19.2
CA H E R I C G E 2 62 3 2 A 3 62 -10. A 11.7 0.0
CH ARLES TOWN 57 6C 31 5. 2 - A 6 • 3 - A 5 .6
CH El SE A A06 322 3 13 -20. A -3.0 -2 2 . 9
CH I rOP EE 2 A3 25E 1 92 -25. 3 - 2 5 . 0 - AA . 0
CL IE TON 160 12 E 106 -21-2 -15.8 “ 33.7
C O N C C R C 225 297 235 -8.6 -20.8 -2 7 . 6
OE C R A M 2 AO 231 2 2 A -3.7 -3.0 - b • 6
DO RCPES TER A 99 5 9 C 5 0 A 13.2 -1 A. 5 1 .0
0 J D L E Y 2A8 289 253 16.5 - 1 2 . A 2 .0
EA S T  EC S T C N 150 130 1 3A -13.3 3.0 -13.6
EO G « R T C U N 31 27 7 -12.9 - 7 A -0 - 77 .A
FA L L R I V E R 919 6 6 2 553 -6.2 — 3 5 • B -39.8
FI TCHB LRG 257 2 3C 1 80 -10. 5 -2 1.7
-29.9
FR AH INCH AH A A2 * l 2 272 -6.7 - 3 3 . 9
-30.4
GA R CN EE 1 32 6 A 50 -51.5 -21.8 -62.1
g l o i c e : t e r 1 A5 1 A E 1 **2 0.6 -2.7 -2-0
GRT B A R R I N G T O N 83 85 65 2. A -23.5 -21.6
G R E E N F I E L D  
HA V f R H L L
ZA5
269
221
201
l a l
173
-9.7 
-2 5 . 2
- 18.0 
-13.9
-26.1
-35.6
H I N C H A M *56 5 7 E Ail 2 6 • 3 -26.9
— 7 • 6
HO L Y C K E 223 19 C 261 - 1A . 7 37.3
17.3
IB SV ICH 62 35 ¿2 -A3.5 -37.1
“64.5
LA WEENCE A29 A 8 C A A 9 11.8 -6*6
4.4
LE E 160 10 1 76 - 2 e. a -24.7 “ 52*5
LE O'1 INS TER 125 1A E 1 66 16.8 1 3.6
32.P
LQ WELL 791 E 5 E 5 67 -17.0 *13.5
LY N 4 *21 A 5 2 601 7. 3 32.9
4 2*7
HA L TEN *81 2 75 2 t 3 "22.0 -29.8
“ 45.3
M A R L B C R Q L G R 20A 188 1 23 - 7.* - 3 A . 5
-39.7
M ILFCPC 183 196 1 tO 7 . 1 — 1 o • 3
-12.5
153.
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF PROBATION
JUVENILE ARRAIGNMENTS
JUVENILE JUVENILE JUVENILE PERCENT PERCENT PERCENT
ARRAIGNEMENTS ARRAIGNMENTS ARRAIGNMENTS CHANGE CHANGE CHANCE
CO U»T R «HE JAN-DEC, 81 JAN-DEC, 82 JAN-DEC, 83 1981-1982 1982-1983 1981-1983
N4 N IUCKE T 5 1 1 5 120.0 -5A.5 0.0N« TICK 83 1 0 A 78 25. 3 "25.0NEW BE C F C R C 629 667 5 52 6.0 "1 7 . 2NE W 0 U F Y P C R I n s 116 1 52 -20.0 31.0NE w t c n 69 1 30 71 « 8 . A - 45.3 2 - fl
N O R I E  * C * H S U S 153 1 A3 5.5 "32.6
NOR 1 h A HPICK 316 312 2 5A - 1.2 -18.5 -19.6
01 U G E 99 92 103 -7.0 11.9 4.0OR L ' A M 2 80 20« 1 to -25.7 "13.4 - 3 5 . 7P4 LK ER 263 20 A 155 -22. A "24.0 *4 1 . 0P E A P C O Y 212 197 2 i6 -36.8 9.6 - 30 7PI T TSF I ELD A01 400 3 37 -0.2 -15.7 - 1 s . 9
PL YF C U 1 H ; 36 463 A £ 7 -13.6 -7.7 -2 j . î0 J I * C Y 6 65 575 5 >6 -13.5 3.6 - 10 - 3
RO XP URI 2 02 311 285 1 . 3 -6.3SA LEW 130 1A 2 1 33 9.2 -6.3
S O H c RV l L L E 2 A3 32 5 2 72 -5.2 -16.3SOUTH E C S T C N 68 9 C 75 32.3 -16.6 10.2S* ENCER 13A 1 6 G 119 19. A “ 25.6 -11.1S’ R 1N G F I ELC 1 »416 1 * 22C 1 »1 36 -13.8 -6.8 “ 19.7
ST O L G H I O N 28A 213 66 -25.0 -5 9.6 -6 9 . 7TA U M O R 213 29 2 2 w9 -6. 3 - 15.0 “ 2-0 .4UX B« IOC E 162 185 1 71 IA. 1 -7.5 s . S
WA L TH » R 267 3 A A 2 76 -6.2 -19.7 -2 4 . 7WA RR 62 A 2 26 -32.2 -3 8 . 0 -58.0
WA R r H « F 4SI 35 S 3/3 -20.3 3.8 -17.7
WE S T  H C X P U R Y 415 AO 1 3 de -3.3 -5.2 - fl /,
W E S T E C R C U G F 158 158 9A 0.0 -AO .5 - 4 0 - S
WE S TF IELC n i 116 1 35 -17.7 16.3
W I N C H E F O C N 59 AO ¿1 - 3 2 . 2 - A 7 .5
WO B l R N 2 92 378 2 a2 - 3. 5 -25.3 -28.0
W O R C E S T E R 5 96 607 622 1.8 2.4
WR EF TF t H 2 66 1 ec 1 bO -32.3 - m i -3 9 . 8
T C T A L S 22 »5 79 20» 799 1 F» 1 ¿2 -7.8 -12.8 -19.7
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF PROBATION
Juvenile Court - Probation Cases Under Risk/Need Supervision (1981, 1982, 1983)
New New
R/N R/N
Court 1981 1982
ADAMS 19 10
AMESBURY 25 26
ATTLEBORO 105 91
AYER 94 78
BARNSTABLE 87 70
BOSTON 856 539
BRIGHTON 39 50
BROCKTON 385 308
BROOKLINE 62 29
CAMBRIDGE 126 83
CHARLESTOWN 41 40
CHELSEA 43 33
CHICOPEE 85 24
CLINTON 30 36
CONCORD 128 116
DEDHAM 188 91
DORCHESTER 378 204
DUDLEY 30 47
EAST BOSTON 60 45
EDGARTCWN 21 10
FALL RIVER 231 193
FITCHBURG 93 100
FRAMINGHAM 234 164
GARDNER 50 66
GLOUCESTER 36 ' 34
GRT BARRINGTON 18 17
GREENFIELD 72 92
HAVERHILL 26 36
HINCHAM 102 121
HOLYOKE 99 44
IPSWICH 16 7
LAWRENCE 101 166
LEE 38 28
LEOMINSTER 71 79
LOWELL 237 90
LYNN 98 135
MALDEN 94 95
New Term Terra Tern
R/N R/N R/N R/N
1983 1981 1982 1983
17 19 14 14
12 29 36 19
112 97 91 89
74 105 77 88
77 58 50 60
180 946 433 194
17 35 49 14
211 477 348 228
23 45 40 38
111 78 74 91
12 18 11 23
7 8 37 23
44 67 68 30
40 41 47 35
73 173 100 108
49 80 76 67
220 305 222 252
49 29 47 42
55 42 42 48
4 17 20 3
180 152 235 165
94 109 102 122
120 203 165 165
55 36 92 65
33 19 38 30
17 27 11 25
50 61 71 82
35 19 30 41
55 112 103 101
42 88 72 56
1 11 10 7
102 185 106 137
23 44 31 16
84 65 71 83
95 213 112 91
133 127 119 98
90 96 97 83
Total Total Total Percent Percent Percent
R/N R/N R/N Change Change Change
Dec., 1981 Dec., 1982 Dec., 1983 81-82 82-83 81-83
11 7 10 -36.3 42.8 -9.0
29 19 12 -34.4 -36.8 -58.6
51 46 70 -9.8 52.1 37.2
53 54 40 1.8 -25.9 -24.5
146 89 106 -39.0 19.1 -27.3
390 209 195 -46.4 -6.6 -50.0
28 29 29 3.5 0.0 3.5
240 200 122 -16.6 -39.0 -49.1
36 25 16 -30.5 -36.0 -55.5
80 92 112 15.0 21.7 40.0
27 28 18 3.7 -35.7 -33.3
41 37 21 -9.7 -43.2 -48.7
67 23 37 -65.6 60.8 -44.7
38 27 32 -28.9 18.5 -15.7
82 98 63 19.5 -35.7 -23.1
80 74 56 -7.5 -24.3 -30.0
202 206 171 1.9 -16.9 -15.3
22 30 37 36.3 23.3 68.1
37 40 46 8.1 15.0 24.3
14 3 3 -78.5 0.0 -78.5
131 95 106 -27.4 11.5 -19.0
99 97 69 -2.0 -28.8 -30.3
142 137 94 -3.5 -31.3 -33.8
79 48 46 -39.2 -4.1 -41.7
30 26 29 -13.3 11.5 -3.3
8 14 6 75.0 -57.1 -25.0
53 77 46 45.2 -40.2 -13.2
23 29 23 26.0 -20.6 0.0
107 96 50 -10.2 -47.9 -53.2
84 56 42 -33.3 -25.0 -50.0
9 6 0 -33.3 -100.0 -100.0
92 152 117 65.2 -23.0 27.1
18 15 20 -16.6 33.3 11-1
48 56 57 16.6 1.7 18.7
109 71 73 -34.8 2.8
-33.0
85 93 123 9.4 32.2
44.7
77 74 81 -3.8 9.4 5.1
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF PROBATION
Juvenile Court - Probation Cases Under Risk/Need Supervision (1981
New New New Term Term
R/N R/N R/N R/N R/N
Court 1981 1982 1983 1981 1982
MARLBOROUGH 65 94 49 79 98
MILFORD 52 39 32 24 53
NANTUCKET 0 1 0 0 0
NATICK 48 52 38 34 42
NEW BEDFORD 169 169 182 123 185
NEWBURYPORT 36 21 9 17 41
NEWTON 29 20 1 2 15
NORTH ADAMS 34 42 21 73 41
NORTHAMPTON 55 39 25 41 22
ORANGE 0 4 8 0 0
ORLEANS 79 53 54 53 90
PALMER 104 84 62 63 80
PEABODY 46 44 25 50 46
PITTSFIELD 107 95 70 197 68
PLYMOUTH 274 218 196 343 296
QUINCY 694 163 130 461 135
ROXBURY 166 149 104 133 174
SALEM 128 87 71 83 109
SOMERVILLE 134 125 57 22 94
SOUTH BOSTON 45 30 7 35 26
SPENCER 34 63 27 25 57
SPRINGFIELD 460 318 317 465 388
STOUGHTON 61 52 23 40 48
TAUNTON 75 65 73 79 82
UXBRIDGE 22 31 21 10 39
WALTHAM 142 119 58 99 99
WARE 18 7 19 1 12
WAREHAM 151 66 153 134 141
WEST ROXBURY 24 29 6 8 22
WESTBOROUGH 42 62 41 34 37
WESTFIELD 13 5 4 9 7
WINCHENDON 13 18 9 18 21
WOBURN 128 125 59 137 106
WORCESTER 419 321 268 435 324
WRENTHAM 89 64 55 87 93
STATEWIDE 8374 6271 4870 7650 6438
TOTALS
1982, 1983)
Term Total Total Total Percent Percent
R/N R/N R/N R/N Change Change
1983 Dec., 1981 Dec., 1982 Dec. , 1983 81-82 82-83
63 50 46 32 -8.0 -30.4
24 37 21 28 -43.2 33.3
0 0 1 0 100.0 -100.0
36 24 35 37 45.8 5.7
186 137 124 114 -9.4 -8.0
18 34 14 5 -58.8 -64.2
19 25 30 14 20.0 -53.3
22 18 19 19 5.5 0.0
'23 107 114 116 6.5 1.7
10 0 4 2 100.0 -50.0
53 78 42 43 -46.1 2.3
88 70 74 48 5.7 -35.1
40 38 36 21 -5.2 -41.6
78 47 74 66 57.4 -10.8
219 229 160 137 -30.1 -14.3
148 118 134 116 13.5 -13.4
130 174 157 130 -9.7 -17.1
64 86 68 75 -20.9 10.2
50 117 105 112 -10.2 6.6
13 41 30 24 -26.8 -20.0
30 24 29 25 20.8 -13.7
328 275 205 194 -25.4 -5.3
35 81 42 31 -48.1 -26.1
73 62 45 42 -27.4 -6.6
22 26 21 20 -19.2 -4.7
67 104 124 115 19.2 -7.2
9 14 11 21 -21.4 90.0
110 142 67 110 -52.8 64.1
8 19 23 23 21.0 0.0
46 23 42 37 82.6 -11.9
6 10 8 6 -20.0 -25.0
15 20 17 11 -15.0 -35.2
86 106 96 69 -9.4 -28.1
284 308 198 182 -35.7 -8.0
49 68 39 45 -42.6 15.3
5285 5580 4733 4248 -15.1 -10.2
Percent:
Change
81-83
-36.0
-24.3
0.0
54.1 
-16.7 
-85.2 
-44.0
5.5
8.4
100.0
-44.8
-31.4
-44.7
40.4 
-40.1
- 1.6
-25.2
-12.7
-4.2
-41.4
4.1 
-29.4 
-61.7 
-32.2 
-23.0
10.5
50.0 
-22.5
21.0
60.8
-40.0
-45.0
-34.9
-40.9
-33.8
-23.8
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 
O FFIC E  OF THE COMMISSIONER OF PROBATION
SURRENDER HEARINGS
CO U R T  M H E
A3 AHS
AH E'BUfi Y 
AT T L E B C R C  
AY ER
BA RR S T A B L E
BQ STON
8RI CHTC R
B R O C K T C N
B R O C K L I N E
CA M A R I C G E
C H A R L E S T O W N
C H E L S E A
C H I C  CP £ E
CL I » TCA
CO NCORC
BE DL AH
D O R C H E S T E R
OJ D L E Y
EA ST B C S T O N
E O G A R T C M N
FALL R I V E R
FI T C H B L R G
R  A H I N C H A M
GA RCNEE
G L O L C E I T E R
GT T 6 AF R IAG TON
G R E E N F I E L C
HA V E R H I L L
HINCHAH
HOL YOKE
I> SWICH
LA WRENCE
LEE
LE 0 » IKS TER 
LQ H CLL 
LYNX 
HA LCEN 
HA RL E C R O U G L  
HI L c OR C
IN THE JUVENILE COURT
NEW
CRIMINAL TECHNICAL
CH/kBOFR , VIOLATIONS
JAÿ-DEC, gl JAtj-PEC,
TOTAL 
SURRENDERS 
JAJI-DEC, 81
NEW
CRIMINAL 
CHARGES 
JAN-DEe, 82
TECHNICAL 
VIOLATIONS 
JAN-DEC, 82 
I I
TOTAL 
SURRENDERS 
JAN-OÇC, 82 « ' t
NEW-
CRIMINAL 
CHARGES 
J/^-DEC, 83
TECHNICAL 
VTOLATIOND 
JAN-PEÇ, 83 
I Z
TOTAL 
SURRENDERS 
JAN-DEC, 83 
t Z
A 80.0 1 ¿0.0 5 100 .e
A 66.6 2 2 3.3 6 too .c
0 .0 0 0.0 0 O.C
8 A A . A 10 55 .5 18 IOC .1.
l 1 6. 6 5 ¿3.3 6 100.1.
1IA 25.1 3 AO JA.8 A 5 a 100. k
1A F T . 6 5 ¿6.3 1 9 1 0 0 . k
12 15.0 68 65.0 80 1 00. k
5 A l . 6 7 58.3 12 1 0 0 .c
A2 76.3 13 23.6 55 100 .L
20 A 8.7 21 51.2 Al IOC .C
16 36.3 28 63.6 AA IOC .c
0 .0 0 0.0 0 O.C
0 .0 2 ICO .0 2 100 .k
11 36.6 19 63.3 3C IOC -c
16 A 8. A 17 51.5 33 1 0 0 .c
ei 18.6 353 ¿1.3 A 3 A too .k
0 .0 3 1CO.O 3 100 .k
10 58.8 7 A 1 • 1 17 IOC .k
l 50.0 1 50.0 2 IOC .k
3 27.2 8 72 .7 11 100 .k
0 .0 9 1C0.C 9 100 -k
11 55.0 9 A5 • 0 ZC 1 00. k
5 A l . 6 7 58.3 12 100.1
3 60.0 2 AO .0 5 IOC .c
0 .0 0 0.0 0 0 . k
6 35.2 11 6 A . 7 17 100 .L
12 75.0 A ¿5.0 1 6 100 .k
a 2 9 . 6 19 70.3 27 10 0. c
1A A 8 • 2 15 51.7 29 100 .k
0 .0 1 1C0.C 1 100 -c
2A 32.8 A 9 67.1 72 100 .k
0 .0 0 O.C C O.k
2 50 . 0 2 50.0 A 100 .L
8 13.1 53 66.8 61 100 .k
90 65.2 A 8 2 A . 7 136 100 .k
0 .0 39 1 CO.O 39 100 .k
10 19.6 A 1 60.3 51 1 00. k
0 .0 A ICO .0 A 100 . k
1 ICO .0 C 0.0 1 100 .0
2 28.5 5 71 .A 7 100 .0
0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0 .0
7 63.6 A 36 .3 11 100 .0
0 0.0 23 100.0 23 100 .0
89 22.5 306 77 .A 395 100 .0
15 «6.8 17 53.1 32 100 .0
3A 58. 6 2 A A l . 3 58 100 .0
8 50.0 8 50 .0 16 100.0
72 73. A 26 26.5 98 1 00 .0
15 75 .0 5 25-0 20 10 0 . 0
21 «5.6 25 5 A . 3 A 6 100.0
5 50.0 5 50 .0 10 loo.o
0 0.0 2 100.0 2 100.0
5 25 .0 15 75 .0 20 100 .0
11 26.6 19 63.3 30 100 .0
57 1 A . 1 3A5 85.6 AC 2 100.0
0 0.0 2 100.0 2 100.0
12 52.1 11 A 7 .8 23 100.0
0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
0 0 .0 6 100 .0 6 100 .0
0 0 .0 2 100.0 2 100 .0
6 25 .0 18 75.0 2 A 100 .0
0 0.0 23 100.0 23 100 .0
6 21.5 13 68 .A 19 100.0
0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0 .0
13 20.2 30 69 .7 A 3 100.0
6 66.6 3 33.3 9 100 .0
23 51.1 22 A 8 .8 A5 100.0
18 69.2 8 30.7 26 100 .0
0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0 .0
39 «8.7 A 1
rvj•CO 80 1 00 .0
0 0.0 0 0 .0 0 0.0
0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
10 29. A 2 A 70.5 3A 100.0
62 59.6 A2 AO .3 1 0 A 103 .0
A 5.0 76 95.0 60 100 .0
9 7. 6 • 25 73 .5 3 4 loo .o
6 27.5 10 62.5 lb 100-0
A 80 .0 1 2 0 .0 5 1 03.0
7 58. 3 5 A l . 6 12 1 0 0 .0
6 60 .0 A A 0 • 0 10 1 0 0 .0
2 28.5 5 71 . A 7 1 0 0 .0
3 8 .1 3 A 91.8 37 1 0 0 .0
5A 19.9 217 80.0 27 1 1 0 0 .0
10 76.9 3 23.0 1 3 1 0 0 .0
37 69.8 16 30.1 53 1 0 0 -0
6 13.9 37 8 6 .0 A3 1 0 0 .0
52 67.5 25 32. A 77 1 0 0 .0
5 50. 0 5 50.0 10 100.0
8 61.5 5 38. A 13 1 0 0 -0
5 55.5 A AA. A 9 1 0 0 .0
0 0 .0 0 0 .0 0 0 -0
3 37.5 5 62.5 8 1 0 0 .0
10 A7.6 1 l 52. 3 21 1 00. 0
33 9. 2 323 90.7 356 1 0 0 .0
2 33.3 A 6 6 .6 6 1 0 0 .0
13 39.3 20 60.6 33 1 0 0 .0
1 1 00.0 0 0.0 1 1 0 0 .0
8 61.5 5 38. A 13 1 0 0 .0
0 0 .0 15 1 0 0 .0 15 1 0 0 .0
10 28.5 25 7 1 . A 35 1 0 0 -0
0 o.o A 1 0 0 .0 4 1 0 0 .0
8 32.0 1 7 6 8 .0 25 1 00.0
0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
3 17.6 1 A 82.3 1 7 1 0 0 -0
9 52.9 8 A 7.0 17 1 0 0 -0
13 29.5 31 70. A 44 1 0 0 -0
1 A 6 6 .6 7 33.3 2 1 100 -0
0 0 .3 2 1 0 0 .0 2 1 0 0 .0
25 39.0 39 60.9 6 A 1 0 0 .0
0 O.C 0 0 -0 0 0-0
0 O.C 1 too.o 1 1 0 0 .0
3 21 -A 11 78.5 14 1 0 0 .0
9 A 63. 0 55 36.9 1 A 9 1 0 0 .0
7 16.2 36 83.7 A3 1 00. 0
8 30.7 1 8 69.2 26 100.3
6 54.5 5 AS . A 1 1 103.0
SURRENDER HEARINGS
COURT NAHE
NA N ILCHET 
NA TICK 
N E W  B E C F G R C  
NE W R U R Y P C B T  
NE H T ON 
N O R T H  ACAHS 
NO RThAH P TON 
OR ARGE 
OR LEAK 5 
P A L » E R  
P E A P G D t  
P I T T S F I E L C  
PL YHC U T H  
Q U I N C Y  
ROX BURY 
SA LFH
S O M E R V I L L E  
SO LTH EO STCN 
SP ENCEF 
S P R T N G F I E L C  
ST OL’G H T O N  
TA U»TCK 
U< BRI D G E  
MA L THAN 
HARE 
W A R  PHAN 
HEST RC X BUR Y 
H E S T B C R O L G F  
HE S T F I E L C  
H I N C H E K D C N  
HO BURN 
HO RCEST ER 
HR E M H I N
TOTALS
COMMONWEALTH 01 MASSACHUSETTS 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF PROBATION
IN THE JUVENILE COURT
NEW
CRIMINAL 
CHARGES 
JAN-DEC, 81 
I X
0 .0
0 . 0
2 50.0
0 .0
0 .0
I 100.0
0 .0
0 .0
16 69.5
2 28.5
K 50.0
5 K 1.6
3 3/.5
113 80.1
35 K 9 • 2
2 8.3
K 1 5 9 . K
9 6 k . 2
0 .0
K 5.6
10 K3.K
0 .0
1 2 5 . 0
30 81.0
0 .0
K 8 K9.K
0 .0
5 K 1.6
0 .0
0 .0
29 K 6.0
K 21.0
2 20.0
923 36.6
TECHNICAL 
VIOLATIONS 
JAN-DEC, 81 
t X
C 0.0
3 ICO .0
2 50.0
1 1C0.C
K ICO .0
0 0 .0
K 1C0.0
0 0. 0
7 30. K
5 n . K
K 50 .0
7 58.3
5 62.5
28 19 .8
36 50.7
22 $1.6
28 KO . 5
5 35.7
3 1C0.0
67 $ K . 3
13 56.5
C 0.0
3 75 .0
7 18.9
1 1CO.O
K 9 50 .5
0 0.0
7 58.3
2 U O . O
0 0 .0
3 k 53.9
15 78.9
8 80.0
15 9 3 63.3
TOTAL 
SURRENDERS 
JAN-DEC, 81 « X
C C
3 100 .c
K IOC • c
1 1 0 0  .c
K 100 .c
3 1 0 0  .c
K 1 0 0 . c
0 O.c
23 100 .c
7 100 .c
e 1 0 0 .  c
12 1 0 0 .  w
8 TOO .C
1K1 1 0 0 . ) .
71 1 0 0  . C
2 K 100.c
69 100 .C
IK IOC • c
3 1 0 0 . 1 .
71 too.c
23 IOC .c
C o.t
K 1 0 0  - c
37 1 0 0  . c
1 1 0 0 . 1 .
97 1 0  0. k
C 0  • c
12 100 ...
2 1 0 0 . i.
0 0 .L
63 too.c
19 1 0 0 .  L
1C 1 0 0 . c
2516 1 0 0 . c
NEW
CRIMINAL 
CHARGES 
JAN-DEC, 82 
I X
0 0 .0
1 12.5
0 0 .0
0 0. 0
6 1CO.O
0 0.0
0 0.0
K KO.O
K 19.0
1 20. 0
1 11.1
2 28.5
7 63.6
21 30-8
K 7 50. 5
5 27.7
17 2 9 . 8
11 *K .0
0 0 . 0
0 0 . 0
5 3 8 . K
0 0 . 0
2 33. 3
16 66.6
0 0.0
65 56. 0
0 0.0
19 65.5
0 0. 0
0 0 . 0
28 *5. 1
0 0.0
3 23.0
821 3 3 . K
TECHNICAL 
VIOLATIONS 
JAH-DEC, 82 
f X
0 0.0
7 87 .5
1 100 .0
2 100.0
0 0 .0
0 0.0
15 100.0
6 60 .0
17 80.9
K 80 .0
8 88 .8
5 7 1 . K
K 36.3
K 7 69.1
K6 K9 .K
13 72.2
KO 70.1
IK 56.0
3 100.0
6 K 100 .0
a 61 .5
C 0-0
K 66 .6
8 33.3
0 0.0
51 K 3 .9
0 O.C
1 0 3k .K
0 0.0
0 0.0
3 K 5K .8
29 100.0
10 76 .9
1635 66 .5
TOTAL 
SURRENDERS 
JAN-DEC, 82 
$ X
0 0 .0
8 100.0
1 100 .0
2 10 0 .0
6 100 .0
0 0 .0
15 100 .0
10 100.0
21 100 .0
5 100 .0
9 100 .0
7 100.0
11 100.0
68 100 .0
93 100 .0
18 too .0
57 100.0
25 too -0
3 100 .0
6 K 100 -0
13 100.0
0 0 .0
6 100 .0
2 K 100 .0
0 0 .0
lib 100.0
0 0.0
29 100.0
0 0.0
0 0 .0
62 too .0
29 100 .0
13 l 00.0
2k 5 fa 1 00.0
NEW
CRIMINAL 
CHARGES 
JAN-DEC, 83 
f X
0 0.0
K 19.0
2 33.3
2 KO .0
K 100.0
2 lO O . O
0 O.o
5 K5 • K
11 K5.8
2 KO.O
0 0.0
8 66.6
11 39.2
6 K . 5
17 32.0
0 0.0
IK 28. 5
10 7 1 . K
13 61.9
0 0. 0
IK K2.K
1 33.3
9 100.0
10 66.6
3 17.6
57 35.8
0 0. 0
22 5 6 . K
0 0.0
0 0.0
2 K K 3.6
3 5.6
5 62.5
728 30.9
TECHNICAL 
VIOLATIONS 
JAN-DEC, 83 
f X
0 0. 0
1 7 80.9
K 66.6
3 60.0
0 0-0
0 0.0
6 100.0
6 5 K . 5
13 5 K . 1
3 60.0
3 100.0
K 3 3. 3
17 60.7
127 9 5 . K
36 67.9
20 100.0
35 7 1 . K
K 28.5
8 38.0
60 100. 0
19 57.5
2 66.6
0 0.0
5 33.3
IK 82.3
102 6K . 1
0 0.0
17 K 3.5
0 0.0
0 0.0
31 56.3
50 9K.3
3 37.5
1626 69.0
TOTAL 
SURRENDERS 
JAN-DEC, 83 
* X
0 0. 0 
21 103.0 
6 100.0
5 100-0 
K 100.0 
2 1 0 0 . 0
6 1 0 0 . 0  
1 1 1 0 0 . 0  
2 K 100.0
5 100.0 
3 100.0 
12 1 0 0 . C 
28 100.0 
133 100-3 
53 100-0 
2 0 1 0 0 - 0  
*9 100.0 
IK 10 0. 0 
21 100-0 
60 100.0 
33 100.0 
3 100.0 
9 100.0 
15 100- 
17 100. 
159 100.
0 0. 
39 100-0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
55 100.0 
53 100.0 
8 100.0
235K 100.G
o 
O 
o 
o
158.
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 
O FFIC E  OF THE COMMISSIONER OF PROBATION
COURT COSTS IN THE
C O U R T  M M E
*0 AMS
AM E S B U R Y  
AT T I E B 0 R 0  
Ay CR
8A R N S I A B L E
BO STON
BR IGHTON
BR O C K T O N
B R O O K L I N E
CA M B R I G G E
CH ARLES TORN
CH El SEA
CH IC CPEE
CL INION
C O N C O R O
DE OH AH
0 0 R CH E S T E R
DU 01EY
E A S T  B O S T O N
E D G A R T O W N
FALL R I V E R
FI TC H E U R  G
FR A H I N G H  AM
GA RONER
GL O U C E S T E R
GR T B A R R I N G T O N
G R E E N F I E L D
HA V E R H I L l
H I N G H A M
HO LYOKE
If SWICH
LA WR E N C E
LEE
LE CHINS TER 
LO WELL 
LY NN 
HA LOEN 
MA RL B O R O U G H  
M I L F C R O
JUVENILE COURT
COURT COURT COURT
COSTS COSTS COSTS
JAN-DEC, 81 JAN-DEC, 82 ' JAN-DEC, 83
C 75 050 0 77
66C 91 C 2*665
620 28C 2*335
6 * C 5A 5» A25 A2A
7 »0 60 10*363 9, 7A2
6 A 1 5 6 A 1 79
115 275 A 55
1*387 COO 1*566
150 570 319
1,560 2 * C 7 3 1*115
2 36 C25 325
3 35 570 1.720
2*610 1*17 3 1*113
1 * A55 1» 225 5 b8
2 *015 1» 80 C 9/0
3* 153 A* C5C 1.952
GOO COG 0 00
56A 66C 3 AO
3 75 7 A 0 A 30
66A 290 A AO
5 AO 50A 0 95
3 * 1 AA 1 p 6 4 6 1*2 3A
B, 329 7 * A A 0 2*390
A 88 305 226
Sll 1*113 1*1 52
025 125 2 50
615 1 A 0 0 80
• 1 *A75 1* 165 870
5*505 6» 925 3*360
000 050 l 6C
295 1» A55 6 JO
A * 655 A* 7A 0 3» 368
1 *2A9 095 2 85
2 »0 79 A * 1 A 7 3» 2 ^  A
2 » 96A 3*020 2*967
1*667 3, 15C 2» 9 Afl
8*369 A * 8A 5 A* 1 20
700 3* 0A2 1 50
l »670 1» 6A5 1*1,2
PERCENT PERCENT PERCENT
CHANGE CHANCE CHANGE
1981-1982 1 982-1983 1181 -1983 _____
-33-3 5 A. 0 2.6
37.8 192.8 30 3.7
-5A.3 7 33.9 276.6
-10. 3 -92.1 - 9 2 - 9
A6.7 -5.9 37.9
-32.9 -68.0 -7 8 . 5
139.1 65. A 295.6
-1C0.0 100.0 12.9
260 .0 -AA. 0 112.6
32.8 - A 6 .2 - 2 8 . 5
-69 . A 1200.0 37.7
70.1 201.7 A 1 3 . A
-55.0 -5.0 -57.3
-15. 8 -53.6 -60.9
-10.6 - A 6. 1 -51.8
28. A - 5 1 . 8 -38.0
0.0 0.0 0.0
52. 3 -60. A -39.7
97.3 - A l . 8 1A .6
-5 6 . 3 51.7 -3 3 . 7
-6.6 -81.1 -62 -A
- A 7.6 -25. 0 -6 0 . 7
-10.6 -67.8 -71.3
-37.5 -25.9 -53.6
22.2 3.5 26.5
AGO. 0 100.0 900 -0
-7 7 . 2 - A 2.8 -86-9
-21.0 -25.3 -Al -0
25.7 - 5 1 . A -38.9
100.0 220-0 100-0
393.2 -58.7 103-3
1.8 -28.9 -27.6
-92.3 200.0 -77.1
9 9 . A -21.7 56 -0
1 .8 -1.7 0.0
66.9 - 6 . A 76.8
- A 2 . 1 - 1 A . 9 -50 .7
33A.5 -95.0 -76.5
-1 . A -32.9 -33.9
159.
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 
O FFIC E  OF THE COMMISSIONER OF PROBATION
COURT COSTS IN THE JUVENILE COURT
CO U R T  NAME
COURT
COSTS
JAN-DEC, 81
COURT
COSTS
JAN-DEC, 82
COURT
COSTS
JAN-DEC, 83
PERCENT
CHANGE
1981-1982
PERCENT
CHANGE
1982-1983
PERCENT
CHANGE
1981-1983
NA N TUCKE T 
NA TICK
016
COO
C50 
2. 715
0 70 
2 1 0
2 12 
ICO.
.5 
. 0
(»0 . 0 
-92.2
337.5
NEW fiEOFORC 5 » 209 5, AA 9 3. A 77 4,. 6
ME W 8 U R Y P 0 R T  
NE HI ON
185
A20
170
0 0 0
3 7A
250
-a.
-ICO.
. 1 
.0
1 2 0 . 0
1 0 0 . 0
"33.2
1 0 2 . 1
N O R T H  ADAMS A 25 A60 2 79 a.. 2 -39.3
NO R 1HAHP TON 
OR ANGE 
OR LEAN S 
PA LMER
3.052 
203 
6.559 
3 23
2. 079 
500 
A, 850 
780
1.673
2 50 
2.7 68
3 90
-31. 
1 A 6 • 
-26. 
109.
. a
. 3 
.9 
. 1
- 1 9 . 5  
-50.0 
- A p . 9 
-50.0
-Ai.l
23.1
-57.7
PE A30CY 5 .A 86 2. 737 1.902 -50 «. 1 -30.5
P I T T S F I E L O 10.320 2.127 1.8 19 -79.. 3 - 1 A • 5 - a? . 3
PL rM O U T H 1 .681 1. 31A 1. A a 7 - 2 1 .. 8 13.1 -11.5
QJ I NCY 0 0 0 035 905 ICO..0 2 A 8 5 . 7 1 0 0 . DRO XBURY 0 0 0 025 0 22 1 0 0 ..0 - 1 2 .G 103 .3SA L EM 785 2» A35 5 75 2 1 0 ..1 "7 6 . 3 - 26 7
S O M E R V I L L E 360 197 0 00 - A 5 .. 2 -loo.oS O U T H  6 0 S T C N 0 90 C25 A 37 -72..2 16 A 8 • 7 3fl5 - 7
S’ EACEF 6 80 A 32 680 -36.. A 5 7.4
SJ R T N G F I E L C l . 370 1.A55 2.828 6 . 2 9 A • 3 1 ft f, . u
ST O U G H T O N 3A5 2 A 1 A 5 A -30- 1 88.3 31.5
TA UK TON l . eo9 2.A27 2.390 3 A -. 1 -1.5 32.1
U X B R I D G E 2 . 3a O 1.885 1.260 -19. 4 - 33. 1NA L THAM 1 .2A5 1. 951 5 11 56. 7 -73.8 -S ft - 9
WA R E 7 83 08 0 0 0 0 -89. 7 - 1 0 0 . 0 -1 0 0 - 3
WA R r H A H 1 . A03 1. 3b 2 1.9 CO -2 . 8 39 . A 3S . 3
W E S T  R C X B U R T 2.785 3» A90 2.993 25. 3 " 1 A. 2
WE S T B C F O U G F 1 . A 66 A 9 5 A 30 - 1 6 . 2 -13.1 - 7 3 - 6
WE S TFIELC 090 1A 0 315 55. 5 125.0 250.3
W I N C H E A O C N 9 37 733 A A 2 - 2 1 . 8 -39.5 - 5 2.7
WO BORN 2 . A50 3, 615 1 » 4 66 A 7 .5 -59. A - u 3 - l
W O R C E S T E R 2.37A 2 . 6 8 a 2.1 98 13. 0 - 1 8 . 1
W R E N T H A M 8.513 2.985 1,6 95 - 6 6 .5 -A 3.2 -80 .9
TOTALS 138.770 126. 7 2 A 9 1.7 95 - a. 6 -27.5 -33.8
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 
O FFIC E  OF THE COMMISSIONER OF PROBATION
FINES, IN THE JUVEN ILE COURT
P E R C E N T P E R C E N T P E R C E N T
FINES FINES FINES C H A N G E C H A N G E C H A N G E
CO UR t K A KE O A N  DEC, 81 J A N - D E C ,  82 J A N - D E C ,  83 1981-1982 1982-1983
AO AMS 000 OOC OOO 0.0 0.0 0.0
AM E SB UR Y 000 OOO OUO 0-0 0.0 0 .0
AT T L E B O R O ooo OOO 675 0.0 100.0 100 .0
AY e r 000 OOO OOO 0.0 0.0 0 .0
BA R H S T A B L E 617 261 2 00 - 5 A . A -28.« -67 .5
80 S I 0 N 000 OOO oco 0.0 0.0 0.0
B8 I G H T O N COO 185 1 vO 100.0 - 2 A . 3 100 .0
BR 0 CRT ON 713 3* 300 2 A9 362.8 -92. A -65 .0
Bit CORE I NE COO 165 1 36 1 00.0 -17.5 1 00-0
C A H 8 R  I0GE 8 61 l*A37 2 00 66.8 -8 6 . 0 - 7 6 . 7
CH A R L E S T G W N 000 OOC OOO 0.0 0.0 o o
C H E L S E A A 32 975 A 7 5 125.6 -51.2 9 .9
CH ICQPEE 0 90 3a 0 100 2 7 7.7 - 7 0 . 5 11.1
CL INTON 3 7« A 0 3 0 60 6.6 -85.1 -BA .1
C O N C O R D 000 OOO OOO 0.0 0.0 0 .0
DE OMAN 2 45 5A 5 0 50 122. A -90.8 -79.5
00 RCHES TER 000 OOO OOO 0.0 0.0 0.0
DU OLEY 360 162 5 50 - 5 A . 3 2 38. A 52.7
EAST B O S T O N COO 050 OOO 100.0 -100.0 0.0
ED G A R T O W N coo 125 OOO 100. 0 -100.0 0.0
FALL RI V E R 175 OAC 0 20 -77.1 -50.0 -88.5
F I T C H B U R G 125 052 0 50 -58. A -2.8 - 5 9 . 6
FR A M I N G H A M 000 OOO OUO 0.0 0.0 0 .0
GA R O N E R 175 215 867 22.3 303. A 395.7
GL OUCES TER COO OOO OOO 0.1 0.0 0 .0
GR T BARR ING TON ooo OOC oco 0.0 0.0 0.0
G R E E N F I E L D IOC 03C ooo -70.0 -100.0 -100.0
HA V E R H I L L COO COO oco 0.0 0.0 0.0
HI N 6 H A M 1 . 6A8 790 6 50 -52.0 -17.7 -60 .5
HQ LYQKE 195 237 0 25 21.7 -89. A -87.1
IP SRICH OOO OOO 0 00 0.0 0.0 0 .0
LA WRENC E 170 1*217 1 » 1 Ó6 615.8 -A. 1 585.8
LEE OOO OOO 0 A 5 0.0 100.0 100 .0
LE ON INS TER I K 226 051 98-2 -77.3 -55 .0
LO W E L L COO OOO 1» 1 A 3 0.0 100.0 1 00.0
LY NN 0 25 620 080 238 0 . 0 -87.0 220 .0
MA LOEN 150 2A0 1*5 15 60.0 531.3 910.1
MA RLBORCL'GH OOO OOO OOO 0.0 0-0 0 • o
MI LF ORO 0 75 275 A 70 266.6 70.9 526-6
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 
O FFIC E  C t- THE COMMISSIONER OF PROBATION
FINES, IN THE JUVEN ILE COURT
CO U R T  N A M E FINESJ A N - D E C ,  81
FINES
J AN-DEC, 82
FINES
JAN-DEC, 83
P E R C E N T
C H A N G E
1981-1982
P E R C E N T
C H A N G E
1982-1983
P E R C E N T
C H A N G E
1981-1983
N A N U C I ' E T COO 1 0 0 0 60 1 0 0 - 0 - 2 0 . 0 1 0 0 ÛNA T TCK 000 ooc 0 * 0 0 . 0 0.0
NEW B E O F C R D 105 1 . 2 1 A 1.8 77 1056. 1 54.6
NE W 8 U R T P 0 R T 000 ooc OOO 0.0 0.0
NE W I C N 225 225 1 50 0 . 0 -33.5 - 3 3 . 3
N O R T H  AOAMS 0 0 0 0 0 0 OOO 0 . 0 0 . 0 0 . 0NO R THAHP TON 2 1 2 U 5 1 39 -31.7 -4.1 - i4 • 5OR A NGE 0 0 0 U C 0 35 1 0 0 . 0 -75.0 1 0 0 . 0OR LEANS C 33 150 0 0 Û 35 a . 5 - 1 0 0 . 0 - 1 0 0 .0PA LMER 160 175 6 70 9. 3 28 2 . 8 5 16.7
P E A B O D Y É 20 1. 999 375 222. A - 8 1 . 2 - 3 9 . 5
P I T T S F 1 E L 0 000 0 0 0 OOO 0 . 0 0 . 0 0 .0PL YHOUTH A 96 912 3 A7 83.6 -61.8 -30.00 0 INCY 000 0 0 0 0 2 0 0.0 1 0 0 . 0 1 0 0 . 0
RO X BURY ooo 0 0 Û OOO . 0.0 0.0 0 . 0SA L E M 390 5AC 291 38. A -46.0 -25.3
S O M E R V I L L E 359 17 3 0 0 0 -51.8 - 1 0 0 . 0 - 1 0 0 . 0
S O U T H  BOSTON 0 30 095 OOO 216.6 - 1 0 0 . 0 - 1 0 0 . 0sr ENCER 000 ZA 3 3 60 1 0 0 . 0 A8 . 1 1 0 0 . 0SP R INGE I ELD 
S T O U G H T O N
COO 
1 »525
090 
1» 00 9
2 50 
996
1 0 0 . 0
-33.8
177.7
-1.3
1 0 0 . 0  
- 3a .6
TA UR TON 2 0 0 225 A 35 12.5 93.3 117.5
UX BR IOGE 195 525 635 169.2 20.9 ?? 5.6
WA L TRAM 1 » 3B7 2.282 1.657 6 A . A - 2 7 . 3 19.4WA R £ 0 2 2 0 2 0 2 JO -9.0 1050.0 945.4WA R £ H A M A 52 1 » CA 5 1 . 2 0 0 130.9 i a . 8 165.1
WEST R O X B U R Y 523 OOO OOO - 1 0 0 . 0 0 . 0 - 1 0 0 .0
WE S T E C R O U G H A 60 300 125 - 3 A • 7 -58.3 - 7 ? _ R
W E S T F I E L D C50 00 E 1 1 6 - 8 8 - 0 1837.5 1 32 - s
WI N C H E N D  ON 0 0 0 OOC 1 17 0. 0 100.0 100.0WO B URN 1 » 855 2.923 1.3 50 57.5 - 5 3 . 8 “ 27.2
W O R C E S T E R 1 » 185 876 1.267 -26.0 44.6 6 9
WR E N T H A M 3 93 277 A 60 -29. 3 65.7 17 .C
TCTAL S 17.527 27.601 2 2. 1 0 3 57. A . -19.9 26.1
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COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 
O FFIC E OF THE COMMISSIONER OF PROBATION
RESTITUTION COLLECTIONS IN THE JUVENILE COURT
C O U F T  M F E
RESTITUTION 
COLLECTIONS 
JAN-DEC, 81
RESTITUTION 
COLLECTIONS • 
JAN-DEC, 82
RESTITUTION 
COLLECTIONS 
JAN-DEC, 83
PERCENT
CHANGE
1981-1982
PERCENT
CHANGE
1982-1983
PERCENT
CHANGE
1981-1983
« * “ 5 564 1» 5 C 3 571 166.3 -6 1 . 9 1 .2
Ai E5BUF Y 2.251 l. 35 3 2 p 1 ¿2 -39.8 59.7 - 3 . 9
AT T t E B C R C 6.208 7» Ì0 9 6 , 3 h 2 17. 7 -13.2 2 .1
AY E ” 18.679 19.312 3» 2 ü A 3. 3 - 6 3 . A - 8 2 . 8
8A P A S T A 8 L E 9.9 70 17.336 1 4 * 0 2 8 73.7 -19.0 AC .5
90 S TCA 13 .C63 6, A61 4,536 -50.5 - 29 . A -65 .1
9 R I C H T C N 1.3 AO 1.687 8 77 25.8 - A 7.9 - 34 • 5
9R CCKTC A 8. EOI 15,551 1 0.0 A3 62.9 - 3 5 . A 18.1
3 R 0 I K L H E 3 .283 759 1.025 -76.8 34.9 -6 8 . 7
CA R E R I E G E 4 » 2 4 1 A p Z k C A , 555 -0.0 7.A 7 . A
CH A f l e : T CV.N 1.6 7C A A 5 0 53 -7 6 . 2 -88.0 -97.1
CH EL SEA 2 * 2 46 5. A52 3,778 1 A 2.6 - 3C .7 68.1
C H I C C F E E A . 369 3.596 5.8 19 -17.6 61.7 33.1
CL I A T 0 A 1 . SAI 1 » S 0 A 3 » 5 ¿ 7 -1.9 85.2 31.7
C O N C C F C 9 . C 22 6, 756 A,la5 -25.1 -38.0 - 5 3 . 6
DE DF AH 7.Î75 7. C96 9. 1 66 -9. * 29. A 16.6
SO R C H E S  TER COO coc OuO 0.0 0.0 0 . D
OJ CE E Y 6.002 A . 572 4.001 -2 3 . 8 - 1 2 . A " 3 3 • 3
EA SE BE STCA 6 87 6.C53 5,0 39 581.8 -16.7 A 6 7 .5
E D G A R T E R A 2. A 32 3. 37C 2.551 38.5 - 2 A . 2 A . 3
FA LE FIV EF 12.C51 9. S80 6.042 -17.1 -39. A - A 9.6
El T r H E l R C 5 . £23 6» 306 4,906 8. 3 -22.2 -1 5 . 7
F R A M K C H A H 26 » 5 75 26 . 9 5 9 17,9 35 8.9 -38.0 -32-5
GARCNEf 5.508 5 » 3 2C 3.862 -3 . A -27.0 -29.5
G L O I C E S T E R 3.767 7 » C 9 1 4 p 5 b 1 88.2 - 35. 6 ¿1*3
GR T BAF R IAC TON 618 305 8 32 -50.5 172.2
34 . 5
GR E E N F I E L C . A »C03 5,531 6,2 37 38.1 12.7
55.8
HA v C R F 1 LE 6 » S 76 5,613 6.5 9 A -19.5 17. A
HI NCH AA 10,616 1 C . 13? 5,3 89 -6.2 - A 6.8
-50 . t
H3 L Y C A E A , A 1 7 5 , A 7 7 6.5 53 2 3.9 19.6
IP SVICF S 20 2, 322 8 AA 152. A -63.6
* 8 • ?
LA WFEACE 10 » S 62 1 A . 80 1 1A.1 13 35.0 - 4 » 6
LE E 2,509 091 1 12 -96.3 22.6
LE CA IAS TER 2, 3A0 A » A 2 9 1,709 69.2 -61 . A
LO H F L L 
LY N 9 
HA LEE A
9 , ‘ 15 
2 » C 89 
7 , 329
7,28 1 
3.519 
18.C7A
9.1 0 8 
4,9 1A 
11.8 47
-26.5 
68. A 
1 A 6 .6
¿ b • 1 
39.6 
- 3 A • A
135.1
bl -6
HA R E E C F G U G F  
HI L c C F E
2,518 
1 . 6 89
11.682 
2.693
6 c 8
U C 5
i 7 1 - 7
5 9.4
-9 A . 7 
13 7.7
“ 75 • J
279.1
163.
RESTITUTION COLLECTIONS
CO U» T * A RE
NA M U C K  ET 
NA T ICK 
NEH EEC F CPC 
NE WHRYPC RT  
NEWTEK 
NORTH I CAMS 
NORTHAMPTON 
OR A ► G E 
OR LEAN'
PA LMER 
P E A P C C Y  
P I T T S F 1 E L C  
PL if CUI H 
OUIFCY 
RO XPURY 
SA LEW
S O M E R V I L L E  
SO UIH EO STCN 
S » EWCER 
S’ R IN G F I ELC 
ST 0 1 G H I 0 N 
TA UK TON 
UX8R ICGE 
WA L 1 H A ►
WA R c 
WA REHAM 
WEST R C X E U R T  
WE S T E C F C L G H  
WE S T F I E L C  
W I N C H E N C C N  
WO BlfiK 
WO R C E S 1 E R 
WR E M T P A H
1 C I A L S
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 
O FFIC E  OF THE COMMISSIONER OF PROBATION
IN THE JUVENILE COURT
RESTITUTION RESTITUTION
COLLECTIONS COLLECTIONS
JAN-DEC, 81 JAN-DEC, 82
A09 COG
COO 13.632
1 8 , A06 11.785
l » A 17 2.683
A 85 3.67A
2 » 196 2. 955
10.230 1 A . 583
997 A . 583
7.5 78 7. A 6C
A . 308 6.233
2.511 11 . 5 3 7
10 .620 8, 506
10.181 8. 957
20 »2A9 12.666
A. 356 1. 3 5 A
3 . 33b 3 » 9 A 7
8, CIA 6.85 8
2. 6 8 7 1. 373
5. 2 7 9 2.696
8. 19A 12.673
8.AA6 2.5 A 6
17.923 I A . 2A6
Z . 6 A7 A. A55
8 . A 90 IC.331
569 Ai a
9.629 11.616
8.919 11. 1A1
A . 671 3.505
699 AIA
1.612 983
5. A55 6. 69A
16.303 1 6 . 70C
8.710 12.363
A A 2 .238 5 0 A . 77 1
RESTITUTION 
COLLECTIONS 
JAN-DEC, 83
PERCENT
CHANGE
1981-1982
2 50 "ICO. 3
1 »2 *t 8 1C0.0
1C.926 "35.9
1 »0 >2 1C 3. A
2. 7 36 656.5
2.0 12 3A .5
1 Ì p A 0 4 A 2.5
1 . 6 0 8 35 9.7
9.3 12 -1.5
5.50A A A . 6
f . 306 2 9 6.3
1C.516 - 19.8
12.381 -12. "
13.319 -37.7
3.820 -66. 8
3.261 • 18.2
1.3 97 U . 5
3.236 - A 8.9
A, 5 >8 - A 8.9
13.161 57.0
3.8 2A -6 9.8
6.572 -20.5
5 »A 58 68.2
A,891 2 1.6
1.3 A9 -26. A
1C.A 39 20. 2
12.0 AA 2A .9
2.7 20 ' -26.0
2.9 20 -5 3.8
778 -39.0
1C.065 59.3
15.1 AO 1A. 6
8.966 A 1.9
A 05 » 5 7 8 1A • 1
PERCENT
CHANGE
1982-1983
PERCENT
CHANGE
1981-1983
100.0 -38.9
-90.8 100.0
-7 . 2 -AO .6
-62.1 -22.9
-25. A A 6 3 . 9
-31.8 “ 8.3
-8.0 31 .0
-63.5 67.3
2 A . 8 22.8
-11.6 27.7
- A 5.3 116.6
23.6 -0.9
36.2 21.6
5.1 -3A.5
182.0 -12.2
- 1 6 . 8 -1.7
- 8 A . 2 -8 2 . 5
135.6 20 .A
70.5 -1 2 . 8
2.2 60.6
50.1 -5A.7
-39.8 -52.1
22.5 106.1
-52.6 - A 2 - 3
22 2 . 2 137.0
-11.6 6.2
8.1 35 .3
-22. 3 -AA .1
6 0 A . 0 22A . 6
-20.7 -5 1 . 7
15.7 d A . 4
-19.0 -7.1
-27. 3 3.1
-19.6 -8.2
JUVENILE COURT
Juvenile Com m itm ents to the D epartm ent of Youth Services 
Comparison of January-D ecem ber 1981, 1982 & 1983
Court Name
n DYS
Com m itm ents 
Jan-D ec, 1981
V DYS
Com m itm ents 
Jan-D ec, 1982
it DYS
C om m itm ents 
Jan-D ec, 1983
Percent
Change
1981-1982
Percent
Change
1982-1933
Percent!
Chang;
1981-1933.
Adams 1 3 3 200 0 200
Amesburv 6 14 11 133 -21 83
A ttleboro 7 2 8 -71 300 14
Ayer 10 13 13 30 .0 30
Barnstable 13 14 21 8 50 62
Boston Juvenile 106 97 75 -8 -23 -29
Brighton 1 3 nJ 200 -300 -100
Brockton 46 57 35 24 -39 -24 3
Brookline 2 7 7 250 0 250
Cambridge 51 38 29 -25 -24 -43 .
Charlestown 4 10 7 150 -30 150 .
Chelsea ‘ 14 12 16 -14 33
Chicopee 29 22 22 -24 0 -24 j,
Clinton 14 15 12 7 - -20 -14
Concord 5 10 6 100 -40 20 ,
Dedham 20 7 7 -65 0 -65
D orchester 42 35 48 -17 37 14 ,
.Dudley 19 19 13 0 -32 -22 ;;
East Boston 0 6 18 600 200 1800 ”
Edgartown 0 2 0 200 -200 0 'K
Fall River 16 23 25 44 9 56
Fitchburg 28 30 12 7 -60 -57
Framingham 14 19 16 36 -16 14
Gardner 9 7 3 -22 -57 -67
G loucester 4 6 8 50 33 100
G reat Barrington 3 6 5 100 -17 67
Greenfield 13 20 18 54 -10 38 ■
Haverhill 43 36 21 -16 -42 -51 ■
Hingham 16 25 23 56 -8 44
Holyoke 41 33 52 -20 58 27
Ipswich 4 5 1 25 -80 -75
Lawrence 85 67 40 -2.1 -40 -52v _ «
Lee 1 3 3 200 0 200
Leominster 10 6 6 -40 0 -40
Lowell 75 51 40 -32 -22 -47
Lynn 55 33 23 -40 -30 -58
Malden 12 11 13 -8 18 8 1
Marlborough 20 24 14 20 -42 -30 |
Milford 7 8 7 14 -13 0
Nantu$j<et 0 2 0 200 -200 0
Natick 8 4 6 -50 50 -25
New Bedford 32 47 49 47 4 53 |
Newburyport 10 6 10 -40 67 0 1
Newton 3 0 1 -3 JO 100 -67 )
North Adams 9 sO 5 -33 -17 -44
Northampton 39 29 16 -26 -45 -62 j
Orange 0 3 8 300 167 800.
Orleans 12 5 5 -58 0 -58
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JUVENILE COURT
Juvenile Com m itm ents to the D epartm ent of Youth Services 
Comparison of January-D ecem ber 1981, 1982- & 1983
Court Name
// DYS // DYS it DYS 
Com m itm ents Com m itm ents Com m itm ents 
Jan-Dec, 1981 Jan-D ec, 1982 Jan-D ec, I9S3
P ercen t
Change
1981-1982
P ercen t
Change
1982-1983
Percent
Change
1981-1983
Palmer 13 20 9 54 -55 -31
Peabody 10 9 10 -10 i l 0
Pittsfield 17 17 13 0 -24 -24
Plymouth 9 8 9 -11 13 0
Quincy 39 32 35 -18 9 -10
Roxbury 18 27 15 54 -44 -17
Salem 16 12 3 -25 -75 -81
Somerville 46 19 15 -59 -21 -67
South Boston 9 10 17 11 70 89
Spencer 23 7 8 -70 14 -65
Springfield 99 135 109 . 36 -19 10
Stoughton 16 12 5 -25 -58 -69
Taunton 6 12 12 100 0 100
Uxbridge 0 11 4 1100 -64 400
Waltham 12 18 11 50 -39 -8
Ware 3 2 8 -33 300 167
Wareham 21 21 18 0 -62 -62
West Roxbury 8 22 34 175 55 325
Westborough 17 20 4 18 -80 -76
Westfield 17 17 23 0 35 35
WincHendon 10 7 3 -30 -57 -70
Woburn 27 22 14 -19 -36 -48
Worcester 79 83 64 5 -23 -19
Wrentham 19 5 8 -74 60 -58
STATEWIDE TOTAL 1493 1449 1233 -3 -15 -17
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JUVENILE BINDOVERS
Comparison of January-D ecem ber 1981, 1982 <5c 1983
Juveniles Juveniles Juveniles Percent Percent Percent
Bound Over Bound Over Bound Over Change Change Change
Court Name Jan-■Dec, 1981 Jan-Dec, 1982 Jan-D ec, 1983 1981-1982 1982-1983 1981-1983
Adams 0 0 0 0 0 0
Amesbury 0 1 0 + 100 -100 0
A ttleboro 1 0 0 -100 0 ' -100
Ayer 0 1 0 + 100 -100 0
Barnstable 1 0 0 -100 0 -100
Boston Ju venile 6 2 k - 66 + 100 - 33
Brighton 0 0 0 0 0 0
Brockton 0 1 2 + 100 + 100 +200
Brookline 0 0 0 0 0 0
Cambridge 1 2 1 + 100 -100 0
Charlestown 0 0 0 0 0 0
Chelsea 0 0 0 0 0 0
Chicopee 0 0 0 0 0 0
Clinton 0 0 0 0 0 0
Concord 0 0 0 0 0 0
Dedham 0 0 0 0 0 0
Dorchester 1 0 1 -100 + 100 0
Dudley 0 0 0 0 0 0
East Boston 0 0 0 0 0 0
Edgartown 0 0 0 0 0 0
Fall River 0 0 0 0 0 0
Fitchburg 0 1 0 + 100 -100 0
Framingham 0 0 0 0 0 0
Gardner 0 0 0 0 0 0
Gloucester 0 0 0 0 0 0
G reat Barrington 0 0 0 0 0 0
Greenfield 0 0 0 0 0 0
Haverhill 0 0 0 0 0 0
Hingham 0 0 0 0 0 0
Holyoke 1 1 0 0 -100 -100
Ipswich 1 0 0 -100 0 -100
Lawrence 4 3 k -25 33 0
Lee 0 0 0 0 0 0
Leominster 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lowell 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lynn 1 1 0 0 -100 -100
Maiden 0 0 0 0 0 0
Marlborough 2 0 0 -200 0 -200
Milford 0 0 0 0 0 0
Nantucket 0 0 0 0 0 0
Natick 0 0 0 0 0 0
New Bedford 1 0 2 -100 200 100
Newburyport 1 0 0 -100 0 -100
Newton 0 0 0 0 0 0
North Adams 0 0 0 0 0 0
Northampton 0 0 0 0 0 0
Orange 0 0 0 0 0 0
Orleans 0 1 1 + 100 0 100
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JUVENILE BINDOVERS
Comparison of January-D ecem ber 1981, 1982 & 1983
Court Name
Juveniles 
Bound Over 
Jan-Dec, 1981
Juveniles 
Bound Ove 
Jan-Dec, 1982
Juveniles 
Bound Over 
Jan-D ec, 1983
Percent
Change
1981-1982
P ercen t
Change
1982-1983
Percen t
Change
1981-1983
Palmer 0 0 0 0 0 0
Peabody 0 0 0 0 0 . 0
Pittsfield 0 0 0 0 0 0
Plymouth 0 0 1 0 100 100Quincy 0 0 1 0. 100 100Roxbury 0 0 0 0 0 0
Salem 0 0 0 0 0 0
■Somerville 1 1 1 0 0 n
South Boston 0 0 1 0 100 100Spencer 1 0 0 -100 0 -100Springfield 7 6 3 -14 ' -50 -57Stoughton 0 0 0 0 0 0
Taunton 0 0 0 0 0 o
Uxbridge 0 0 0 0 0 o
Waltham 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ware 0 0 0 0 0 o
Wareham 0 0 0 0 o o
West Roxbury 0 0 1 0 100 100
Westborough 0 0 0 0 0 o
Westfield 2 1 0 -50 -100 -200
Winchendon 0 0 0 0 o o
Woburn 0 0 0 0 0 o
Worcester 4 5 4 25 -20 0
Wrentham 0 0 0 0 0 0
STATEWIDE TOTAL 36 27 27 -25 0 -25
167.
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF PROBATION
JUVENILE COURT —  Care & Protection Cases (II of Children) 
Comparison of January-December 1981, 1982, 1983
C&P C&P C&P C&P C&P C&P C&P C&P C&P C&P C&P C&P
Males Males Males Females Females Females Total Total Total X Change X Change X Change
Court Name 1981 1982 1983 1981 1982 1983 1981 1982 1983 1981-1982 1982-1983 1981-1983
ADAMS 0 0 4 3 1 1 3 1 5 - 66.7 400.0 66.7
AMESBURY 2 0 6 0 0 3 2 0 9 - 200.0 900.0 350.0
ATTLEBORO 3 5 9 7 12 18 10 17 27 70.0 58.8 170.0
AYER 8 9 5 10 3 5 18 12 10 - 33.3 - 16.7 - 44.4
BARNSTABLE 9 14 14 21 17 13 30 31 27 3.3 - 12.9 - 10.0
*BOSTON JUVENILE 105 76 145 91 88 137 196 164 282 - 16.3 72.0 43.9
BROCKTON 30 26 51 32 15 38 62 41 89 - 33.9 - 117.0 43.5
BROOKLINE 1 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 2 - 100.0 200.0 100.0
CAMBRIDGE 21 16 12 26 11 14 47 27 26 42.6 3.7 - 44.7
CHICOPEE 6 17 11 3 15 17 9 32 28 255.6 - 12.5 211.1
CLINTON 5 0 0 5 0 5 10 0 5 -1000.0 500.0 - 50.0
CONCORD 9 2 2 1 4 5 5 6 7 20.0 16.7 40.0
DEDHAM 9 7 7 1 1 6 10 8 13 - 20.0 62.5 30.0
DUDLEY 1 3 2 1 3 1 2 6 3 200.0 - 50.0 50.0
EDGARTOWN 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 - 100.0 0.0 - 100.0
FALL RIVER 16 17 24 22 29 30 38 46 54 21.1 17.4 42.1
FITCHBURG 8 4 6 5 1 4 13 5 10 - 61.5 100.0 - 23.1
FRAMINGHAM 8 10 13 5 11 11 13 21 24 61.5 14.3 84.6
GARDNER 7 2 13 6 8 10 13 10 23 - 23.1 130.0 76.9
GLOUCESTER 7 7 0 6 10 2 13 17 2 30.8 - 88.2 - 84.6
GREAT BARRINGTON 1 5 4 0 3 1 1 8 5 700.0 - 37.5 400.0
GREENFIELD 21 28 18 21 35 30 42 63 48 50.0 - 23.8 14.3
HAVERHILL 12 3 14 9 6 9 21 9 23 - 57.1 155.6 9.5
HINGHAM 11 9 4 8 10 3 19 19 7 0.0 - 63.2 - 63.2
HOLYOKE 6 4 9 3 1 5 9 5 14 - 44.4 180.0 55.6
LAWRENCE 15 21 35 22 13 31 37 34 66 8.1 94.1 78.4
LEE 3 6 1 4 3 0 7 9 1 28.6 - 88.9 - 85.7
LEOMINSTER 4 5 4 2 3 5 6 8 9 33.3 12.5 50.0
LOWELL 18 17 33 29 14 27 47 31 60 - 34.0 93.5 27.7
LYNN 26 14 13 26 15 25 52 29 38 - 44.2 31.0 - 26.9
MALDEN 9 12 44 4 13 16 13 25 60 92.3 140.0 361.5
MARLBOROUGH 8 13 16 11 16 15 19 29 31 52.6 6.9 63.2
MILFORD 0 1 6 0 4 4 0 5 10 500.0 100.0 1000.0
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF PROBATION
JUVENILE COURT —  Care & Protection Cases (// of Children) 
Comparison of January-December 1981, 1982, 1983
C&P C&P C&P C&P C&P C&P C&P C&P C&P C&P C&P C&P
Court Name
Males Males Males Females Females Females Total Total Total % Change % Change
1981 1982 1983 1981 1982 1983 1981 1982 1983 1981-1982 1982-1983 1981-1983
300.0NATICK 0 0 2 0 3 1 0 3 3 300.0 0 .0NEW BEDFORD 17 34 55 25 32 42 42 66 97 57.1 47.0 131.0
NEWBURYPORT 1 2 2 4 2 2 5 4 4 - 20.0 0 .0 - 20.0
NEWTON 3 2 6 15 0 6 18 2 12 - 88.9 500.0 - 33.3
NORTH ADAMS 15 3 11 5 1 9 20 4 20 - 80.0 400.0 0 .0
NORTHAMPTON 18 13 14 23 10 18 41 23 32 - 43.9 39.1 - 22.0
ORANGE 0 8 22 0 4 19 0 12 41 1200.0 241.7 4100.0
ORLEANS 0 0 6 3 2 3 3 2 9 - 33.3 350.0 200.0
PALMER 5 2 10 4 3 16 9 5 26 - 44.4 420.0 188.9
PEABODY 4 2 2 6 2 4 10 4 6 - 60.0 50.0 - 40.0
PITTSFIELD 26 25 21 21 17 26 47 42 47 - 10.6 11.9 0
PLYMOUTH 14 3 15 35 6 22 49 9 37 - 81.6 311.1 - 24.4
QUINCY 11 31 38 7 30 29 18 61 67 238.8 9.8 272.2
SALEM 3 0 0 3 1 0 6 1 0 - 83.3 - 100.0 - 600.0
SOMERVILLE 8 2 13 5 0 2 13 2 15 - 84.6 650.0 15.4
SPENCER 0 2 7 5 0 3 5 2 10 - 60.0 400.0 100.0
SPRINGFIELD 54 80 71 69 71 99 123 151 170 22.8 12.6 38.2
STOUGHTON 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 - 100.0 0 - 100.0
TAUNTON 18 29 26 29 26 30 47 55 56 17.0 1.8 19.1
UXBRIDGE 1 1 2 0 3 4 1 4 6 300.0 50.0 500.0
WALTHAM 8 10 12 2 8 7 10 18 19 80.0 5.6 90.0
WARE 2 1 1 1 1 3 3 2 4 - 33.3 100.0 33.3
WAREHAM 10 13 24 7 7 19 17 20 43 17.7 115.0 152.9
WESTBOROUGH 0 1 1 0 3 1. 0 4 2 400.0 - 50.0 200.0
WESTFIELD 4 11 9 11 17 10 15 28 19 86.7 - 32.1 26.7
WINCHENDON 1 4 4 1 7 7 2 11 11 450.0 0 450.0WOBURN 6 4 4 6 8 10 12 12 14 0 6.7 16.7
WORCESTER 27 26 37 31 23 37 58 49 74 15.5 51.0 27.6
WRENTHAM 4 7 6 9 5 13 13 12 19 - 7.7 58.3 46.2
STATEWIDE
TOTALS: 644 669 946 713 657 935 1357 1326 1881 2.3 41.9 38.6
* Includes: Brighton, Charlestown, Chelsea, Dorchester, East Boston , Roxbury,, South Boston, and West Roxbury Juvenile Courts.
Juvenile Court - Childern in Need of Services 
Comparison January-December 1981, 1982, & 1983
AppI Appl Appl
C ourt  Name Filed Filed Filed
1981 1982 1983
Adams 12 9 15
Amesbury 24 9 17
Attleboro 59 39 61
Ayer 40 41 32
Barnstable 74 58 63
*Boston 686 633 818
Brockton 92 88 141
Brookline 11 19 13
Cambridge 81 83 97
Chicopee 18 15 9
Clinton 40 31 37
Concord 3 15 19
Dedham 58 81 h i
Dudley 24 64 57
Edgartown 4 1 5
Fall River 54 60 58
Fitchburg 71 105 82
Framingham 76 63 45
Gardner 45 41 19
Gloucester 15 7 14
Grt. Barrington 7 . 9 11
Greenfield 40 66 49
Haverhill 28 39 21
Hingham 38 19 21
Holyoke 89 94 104
I p s w i c h 5 1 6
Lawrence 73 43 55
Lee 7 7 11
Leominster 48 57 39
Lowell 162 188 146
Lynn 133 224 248
Malden 56 106 65
Marlborough 62 46 59
Milford 35 23 26
Nantucket 2 2 0
Pet Pet Pet % Chng % Chng
Issued Issued Issued Filed Filed
1981 1982 1983 81-82 82-83
6 6 14 - 2 5 . 0 66.6
7 8 8 -6 2 .5 88.8
21 7 44 - 3 3 .9 56.4
15 20 20 2.5 - 2 1 .9
21 18 18 - 2 1 .6 8.6
384 456 616 - 3 . 3 29.2
118 56 75 - 4 . 3 60.2
12 18 2 72.7 - 3 1 .5
13 12 11 2.4 16.8
27 24 15 - 1 6 .7 - 4 0 .0
15 12 15 - 2 2 .5 19.3
0 3 3 400.0 26.7
17 11 14 39.6 - 4 1 .9
14 48 34 166.7 -1 0 .9
3 0 2 - 7 5 . 0 400.0
17 17 72 11.1 - 1 1 .7
38 44 36 47.9 - 2 1 . 9
33 34 17 - 1 7 .1 - 2 8 . 6
24 25 8 - 8 . 9 - 5 3 .6
1 12 4 - 5 3 . 3 100.0
3 4 9 28.6 22.2
36 50 39 65.0 - 2 5 . 8
9 14 23 39.3 - 4 6 . 2
2 8 13 - 5 0 . 0 10.5
32 27 34 5 .6 11.2
1 1 1 - 8 0 . 0 500.0
76 43 55 - 4 1 .1 27.9
0 6 2 0 .0 57.1
25 20 10 18.8 - 3 1 .6
91 145 112 16.0 - 2 2 . 3
55 52 104 68.4 10.7
60 66 66 89.3 -3 8 .7
34 26 41 - 2 5 . 8 28.3
7 21 19 - 3 4 .3 13.0
0 0 0 0 .0 - 2 0 0 .0
% Chng %Chng % Chng % Chng
Filed Issued Issued Issued
81-83 81-82 82-83 81-83
25.0 0 .0 133.3 433.3
- 2 9 .1 14.2 0 .0 14.2
3.3 - 6 6 . 6 528.5 109.5
- 2 0 . 0 33.3 0 .0 33.3
- 1 4 . 8 - 1 4 .2 0 .0 - 1 4 . 2
19.2 18.7 35.0 60.4
53.2 - 5 2 .5 33.9 -3 6 .4
18.1 50.0 - 8 8 . 8 - 8 3 . 3
19.8 - 7 . 7 - 8 . 3 - 1 5 .4
- 5 0 . 0 11.1 - 3 7 .5 - 4 4 .4
- 7 . 5 - 2 0 . 0 25.0 0 . 0
533.3 100.0 0 .0 100.0
- 1 8 . 9 - 3 5 . 3 27.3 - 1 7 . 6
137.5 - 2 4 2 .8 - 2 9 . 2 142.8
25.0 - 3 0 . 0 200.0 - 3 3 . 3
7.4 0 .0 323.5 323.5
15.5 15.8 - 1 8 . 9 - 5 . 3
- 4 0 . 8 3.0 - 5 0 . 0 - 4 8 .5
- 5 7 . 8 4.2 - 6 8 . 0 - 6 6 .7
- 6 . 7 1100.0 66. 7 300.0
57.1 33.3 125.0 200.0
22.5 38.9 - 2 2 . 0 8.3
- 2 5 . 0 55.6 64.3 155.6
- 4 4 .7 300.0 62.5 550.0
16.9 15.6 25.9 6.3
20.0 0 .0 0 .0 0.0
- 2 4 .7 - 4 3 .4 27.9 27.6
57.1 600.0 - 6 6 . 7 200.0
- 1 8 . 8 - 2 0 . 0 - 5 0 . 0 - 6 0 .0
- 9 . 9 59.3 - 2 2 . 8 23.1
86.5 - 5 . 5 100.0 89.9
16.1 • 10.0 0.0 10.0
- 4 . 8 23.5 57.7 26.9
- 2 5 .7 200.0 - 9 . 5 171.4
-2 00 .0 0 .0 0.0 0.0
J u v e n i l e  C o u r t  - C h i l d r e n  in N e e d  of  S e r v i c e s  
C o m p a r i s o n  J a n u a r y - D e c e m b e r  1981, 1982, & 1983
Appl Appl Appl Pet Pet Pet % Chng % Chng % Chng %Chng % Chng % Chng
Court  Name Filed Filed Filed Issued Issued Issued Filed Filed Filed Issued Issued Issued
1981 1982 1983 1981 1982 1983 81-82 82-83 81-83 81-82 82-83 81-83
N a t i c k 16 30 17 7 7 8 87.5 43.3 6.3 0 . 0 14.3 14.3N e w  B e d f o r d 120 135 132 31 37 89 12.5 2.2 10.0 19.4 140.5 187.1
N e w b u r y p o r t 10 6 8 6 7 5 - 4 0 . 0 -33 .  3 - 2 0 . 0 16.7 28.6 -1 6 .7
N e w t o n 13 4 10 1 0 2 - 6 9 .2 150.0 -2 3 .1 -1 00 .0 200.0 100.0
N o r t h  A d a m s 29 32 26 16 18 22 10.3 - 1 8 .8 - 1 0 .3 12.5 22.2 37.5
N o r t h a m p t o n 117 117 82 62 73 48 0. 0 - 2 9 . 9 - 2 9 . 9 17.7 - 3 4 .2 - 2 2 .3
O r a n g e 2 6 14 5 4 6 200.0 133.3 600.0 - 2 0 . 0 50.0 20.0
O r l e a n s 16 8 7 10 7 13 - 5 0 . 0 - 1 2 .5 - 5 6 .3 - 3 0 . 0 85.7 30.0
P a l m e r 29 40 20 24 25 7 37.9 - 5 0 . 0 - 4 5 . 0 4.7 - 7 2 . 0 -7 0 .8
P e a b o d y 29 29 32 23 31 18 0 . 0 10.3 10.3 - 4 . 3 - 4 1 .9 - 2 1 .7
P i t t s f i e l d 67 86 63 49 58 50 . 28.4 -26 .  7 - 6 . 0 18.4 - 1 3 .8 2.0
P l y m o u t h 75 52 111 53 71 51 - 3 0 .7 113.5 48.0 34.0 - 2 8 .2 - 3 . 8
Q u i n c y 129 71 41 69 86 51 - 4 5 . 0 - 4 2 . 3 - 6 2 . 8 24.6 - 4 0 .7 - 2 6 .1
S a l e m 37 63 46 20 52 54 70.3 - 2 7 . 0 24.3 160.0 3.8 170.0
S o m e r v i l l e 80 99 82 58 67 26 23.8 - 1 7 . 2 2.5 15.5 - 6 1 .2 - 5 5 . 2
S p e n c e r 26 32 12 15 22 13 23.1 - 6 2 .5 - 5 3 .8 25.0 - 4 0 .9 - 1 3 . 3
S p r i n g f i e l d 205 232 169 214 237 222 13.2 - 2 7 .2 - 1 7 .6 10. 7 - 6 . 3 3.7
S t o u g h t o n 365 309 221 0 0 16 - 1 5 .3 -2 8 .5 - 3 9 .5 0 . 0 1600.0 1600.0
T a u n t o n 43 55 49 9 5 15 27.9 - 1 0 . 9 13.9 -4 4 .4 200.0 66. 7
U x b r i d g e 25 29 22 20 25 23 16.0 -2 4 .2 - 1 2 . 0 25.0 - 8 . 0 15.0
W a l t h a m 90 58 49 21 22 30 - 3 5 .6 -1 5 .5 - 4 5 .5 4.8 36.4 42 .9
W a r e 8 3 1 6 3 9 - 6 2 .5 66.7 - 8 7 .5 - 5 0 . 0 200.0 50.0
W a r e h a m 15 17 28 6 11 16 13.3 64.7 87.6 83.3 45.5 166.7
W e s t b o r o u g h 17 23 23 18 31 32 35.3 0 . 0 35.3 72.2 3.2 77.8
W e s t f i e l d 19 11 16 10 6 4 -4 2 .1 45.5 - 1 5 . 8 1 o o - 3 3 . 3 - 6 0 . 0
W i n c h e n d o n 18 24 21 7 10 11 33.3 - 1 2 .5 16.7 42.9 10.0 57. 1
W o b u r n 62 45 57 18 41 32 - 2 7 .4 26.7 - 8 .  1 127.8 - 2 2 . 0 77.8
W o r c e s t e r 35 34 48 155 134 215 - 2 . 9 41.2 37. 1 - 1 3 .5 60.4 38.7
W r e n t h a m 36 43 49 18 16 17 19.4 14.0 36.1 -1 1 .1 6.3 - 5 . 6
T O T A L 4005 4079 3961 2168 2420 2661 1.8 - 2 . 9 - 1 .1 11.6 10.0 22.7
* I n c l u d e s :  B r i g h t o n ,  C h a r l e s t o w n ,  C h e l s e a ,  D o r c h e s t e r ,  E a s t  B o s t o n ,  R o x b u r y ,  S o u t h  B o s t o n ,  a n d  W e s t  R o x b u r y  J u v e n i l e  Courts.
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF PROBATION
SUPF CRI  CCL L E CT  ICNS IN THE PROBATE t FAMI LY C C L F T  Dt FA RT ME NT
SUPPOR T SUPPORT SLPPORT r ERCENT PERCENT PERCENT
C C L L E C T  ICNS C C L L F C T I C N S C O L L E C T I ON S t-HA NGE CHANGE CHANGE
COURT NAME JAN-OEC , 81 J A N - C E C , 62 J A N - O E C , 8 3 . 9 8 1 - 1 9 8 2 1 9 8 2 - 1 9 8 3 1 9 8 1 - 1 9 8 3
BARNSTABLE 1 . 2 7 8  »546 1 . 6 3 2 . 2 3 3 1 , 9 9 6 , 3 3 4 2 7 . 6 2 2 .  4 56
B E R K S H I R E COO 5 . C 5 6 5 4 . 9 1 9 I C O .  0 9 8 5 . 7 1 00
BR I 5 TCL 59?  » 316 1 . 5 7 3 . 3 8 4 2 . 3 2 2 . 2 5 9 7 9 . 7 1 1 6 . 3 288
ES SEX 2 » 522 » E 12 2 . 5 5 2 . ( 5 1 4 . 6 5 C . 2  32 4 0 . 8 3 0 . 8 84
FR A NKL I N 1 0 1 . 2 0 4 1 8 7 . ( 4 4 2 1 4 , 5  61 8 5 . 4 1 4 . 2 111
HA MPOEN 2 .  399 » 155 1 ? 6 9 G » ? 8 8 1 , 6 9 5 , 5 9 1 - 2 9 . 5 0 . 3 - 2 9
HAMPSHI RE 5 0 5 . E9? ( 8 ( .  196 8 3 2 , 5 7 3 2 5 . 6 2 1 . 3 64
MI DC L E S E  X 8 . 6 6 2 »  290 ? , ' 6 5 . 6 5 7 ( . 7 2 4 , 8 0 2 - 9 . 1 1 0 . 9 0
NO R F C L K 3 . 5 4 8 . 3 8 6 4 » ( 5 1 , 2 9 6 5 . 3 7 7 , 8 6 1 2 1 .0 1 5 . 6 51
PL YMCU1H 3 . 3 9 4 . 6 7 1 3 . 6 5 7 . ( 1 1 4 . 7 2 2 . 6 8 9 7 . 7 2 9 . 1 39
SJ F F C L N 1 . 3 4 5 . 2 7 7 2 , 5 8 7 . ( 4 8 2 . 9 2 4 , 5 j 6 55.  1 4 0 . 0 117
HO R C E S 1 E R 3 . 8  9 4 . 1 6 6 4 , 5 5 6 . ( 3 8 4 . 6 9 6 , 3 1 8 1 7 . 0 3 . 0 20
YEAR TC CATE 2 8 . 2 4 9 . 9 2 5 3 1 . E 5 C . 2 1 2 ' ( » 2 1 7 . 6  50 1 2 .0 2 0 . 7 35
TOTALS 2 8 . 2 4 9 , 9 2 5 3 1 . 6 5 C , 212 3 ( . 2 1 7 , 6 5 0 12-0 2 0 . 7 35
2
3
7
3
7
3
6
7
5
1
3
6
2
2
173
PROBATE AND FAMILY COURT 
INVESTIGATIONS
INVESTIGATION REFERRALS 
New This State 
Out of State 
Re-referrals 
TOTAL REFERRALS
INVESTIGATION REFERRALS
COMPLETED
TOTAL COMPLETED
BARNSTABLE
* * *
1981 1982 1983 81-82 82-83 81-83
INVESTIGATION REFERRALS 
New This State 
Out of State 
Re-referrals 
TOTAL REFERRALS
INVESTIGATION REFERRALS 
COMPLETED
10
3
0
13
13
0
0
13
14
5
0
19
30 
-3 00 
0 
0
8
500
0
46
87 11 -87 -64
40
67
0
46
-95
FRANKLIN
* A A
1981 1982 1983 81-82 82-83 81-83
16
1
3
20
34
1
11
46
55 
1 
0
56
113 62
0 0
267 -1100 
130 22
244
0
-300
180
Januarv-December 1981, 1982, 6 1983
BERKSHIRE **
* * *
1981 1982 1983 81-82 82-83 81-83
33
0
0
33
57
1
2
60
29 42
73
100
200
82
45
HAMPDEN
1981 1982 1983 81-82 82-83 81-83
47
1
14
62
39 
1 
0
40
60 -17 
1 0 
0 1400
61 -35
54 28
0 0 
0 -1400 
53 -2
TOTAL COMPLETED 17 27 52 59 93 206 68 46 52 -32 13 -24 125 102 140 -18 37 12 240 206 267 -14 30 11
NORFOLK
* A * PLYMOUTH * * * SUFFOLK- WORCESTER
INVESTIGATION REFERRALS
1981 1982 1983 81-82 82-83 81-83 1981 1982 1983 81-82 82-83 81-83 1581 1982 1983 81-82 82-83 81-83 . 1981 1982 1983 81-82 82-83
a
81-83
New This State 245 184 175 -25 -5 -29 813 447 472 -45 6 -42 300 286 444 -5 55 48 211 190 161 -10 -15 -24Out of State 5 3 3 -40 0 -40 2 2 1 0 -100 -100 3 4 5 33 25 67 3 5 2 67 -60 -33Re-referrals 15 10 14 -33 40 7 1861 2389 2109 28 -12 13 48 44 70 -8 59 45 9 28 20 211 -29 122TOTAL REFERRALS 265 197 -26 2676 2838 2582 6 -9 -4 351 334 519 -5 55 48 223 223 196 0 -7 -16
INVESTIGATION REFERRALS
COMPLETED
TOTAL COMPLETED 213 205 174 -4 -15 -18 2680 2837 2581 +6 -9 -4 387 305 342 -21 12 -12 234 211 196 -10 -7 -16
BRISTOL A A A
1981 1982 1983 81-82 82-83 81-83
151
6
25
93
1
14
182 108
77 
1
14
78
-38
-83
-44
-41
194 112 107 -42
17 -49
0 -83
0 -44
-28 -57
-45
HAMPSHIRE* * *
1981 1982 1983 81-82 82-83 81-83
121. 133 140 
4 2 0
21 5 0
146 101 140
-22 5 16 
-50 -200 -400 
-76 -500 -2100 
-31 39 -4
* Indicates a percent change
** Reflects only 4-months of 1982 U 12-montha of 1983, since this new court opened in September, 
1982; no comparison can be made to 1981,
INVESTIGATION REFERRALS 
New This State 
Out of State 
Re-referrals 
TOTAL REFERRALS
INVESTIGATION REFERRALS
COMPLETED
TOTAL COMPLETED
ESSEX
* * *1981 1982 1983 81-82 82-83 81-83
221
5
3
133
20
0
229 153
162 -40
3 300
5 -300 
170 -33
22
-85
500
11
-67
-40
67
-26
277 134 157 -52 17 -43
MIDDLESEX
* * *
1981 1982 1983 81-82 82-83 81-83
209 219 261 
15 6 5
0 0 0
224 225 266
5
-60
0
4
19 25
17 67
0 0
18 19
* * A
1981 1982 1983 81-82 82-83 81-83
2344 1765 2078 -25 18 -11
48 45 28 -6 -38 -42
1999 2501 2234 25 -11 12
4391 4311 4326 -2 0.3 -1
4522 4225 4114 -7 -3 -9
PROBATE AND FAMILY COURT 
MEDIATIONS
BARNSTABLE
January-Deceruber 1981, 1982, f« 1983 
BERKSHIRE ** BRISTOL* * * * * * k * k *1981 1982 1983 81 -82 82-83 81-83 1981 1982 1983 81-82 82-83 81-83 1981 1982 1983 81-82 32-83 81-83 1981 1982 1983 81-82 82-83 81- 83MEDIATION REFERRALS
New Referrals 34 66 77 94 17 127 0 23 84 ** 265 ** 1845 1692 1581 -8 -7 -14 859 857 1 0 5 0 _n ? 23 22Re-referrals 27 0 0 -100 0 2700 0 1 11 ** 1000 ** 179 273 366 53 34 104 369 476 924 29 94 150
TOTAL REFERRALS 61 66 77 8 17 26 0 24 95 ** 296 ** 2024 1965 1947 - 3 -1 -4 1228 1333 1974 +9 48 60
MEDIATION REFERRALS
COMPLETED
Agreements 54 66 78 22 19 44 0 8 67 ** 738 kk 1409 1484 1516 +5 2 7 634 751 1248 iß 66 97Non Agreements 0 0 1 0 200 100 0 16 21 ** 31 kk 626 485 431 -23 -11 -31 585 582 633 0.5 9 8TOTAL COMPLETED 54 66 79 22 20 46 0 24 88 ** 266 kk 2035 1969 1947 -3 -1 4 1219 1333 1881 9 41 54
FRANKLIN HAMPDEN HAMPSHIRE MIDDLESEX
k * * * k * * * * k *1981 1982 1983 81-82 82-83 81-83 1981 1982 1983 81-82 82-83 81-83 1981 1982 1983 81-82 82-83 81-83 1981 1982 1983 81-82 82-83 81-81MEDIATION REFERRALS
29 167 212 476 27 631 407 329 298 -19 9 26 374 149 374 12 151 0 905 772 869 _15
1 2 0 100 200 100 56 0 1 -100 100 98 444 651 576 47 11 29 114 50 -56 -2
TOTAL REFERRALS 30 169 212 463 25 607 463 329 299 -29 10 35 818 1070 950 31 11 16 1019 822 918 _!9 11 10
MEDIATION REFERRALS
COMPLETED
22 146 180 564 23 718 459 332 285 -28 -14 37 474 632 640 33 1 35 546 481 605 _12 26 11
Non Agreements 5 26 31 420 92 520 48 34 26 -29 -23 45 266 444 316 67 28 18 379 332 305 -12 8 20
TOTAL COMPLETED 27 172 211 537 23 681 507 366 311 -28 -15 38 740 1076 956 45 11 29 925 813 905 _i2 11
NORFOLK PLYMOUTH SUFFOLK WORCESTER* * * * * k * * *1981 1982 1983 81-82 82-83 81-83 1981 1982 1983 81-82 82-83 81-83 1981 1982 1983 81-82 82-33 81-83 1981 1982 1983 81-82 82-83 81-83MEDIATION REFERRALS
New referrals 1238 1314 1153 6 -12 9 389 207 156 -47 25 60 18 56 173 211 209 861 1540 1104 1361 -28 23 12
Re-referrals 1756 1965 2-188 12 11 25 415 316 133 -24 58 68 4 6 7 50 17 75 16 335 852 1994 154 5225
TOTAL REFERRALS 2994 3279 3341 10 2 12 804 523 289 -35 45 64 22 62 iso 182 190 718 1556 1439 2213 -8 54 42
MEDIATION REFERRALS
COMPLETED
Agreements 2478 2613 2637 5 1 6 722 481 231 -33 52 68 20 61 157 205 157 685 733 841 1572 15 87 114
Non Agreements 516 663 709 28 7 37 73 42 58 -42 38 21 3 3 24 0 700 700 823 598 699 -27 17 15
TOTAL COMPLETED 2994 3276 3341 9 2 12 795 523 289 -34 45 64 23 64 181 178 183 687 1556 1439 2271 -8 58 46
TOTAL* * ** Indicates a percent change 1981 1982 1983 81-82 82-83 81-83
MEDIATION REFERRALS** Reflects only 4-months of 1982 & 12-montha of 1983, since this new court opened in Sept«
1982; no comparison can be made to 1981 7638 1104 7388 -28 569 -33381 4075 5107 21 25 51TOTAL REFERRALS 11019 11081 12495 0.6 13 13
MEDIATION REFERRALS
COMPLETED
Agreements 7551 7896 9211 5 17 22Non Agreements 3324 3225 3254 -3 1 2TOTAL COMPLETED 10408 9839 12465 -5 27 20
COST OF PROBATION SERVICE IN MASSACHUSETTS 
(July 1, 1982-June 30, 1983)
Supervisor
Office of Superior Court
Commissioner Probation Services
District
Boston Municipal 
Juvenile
Probation Service TOTAL
Administrative
Salaries
Salaries of 
Permanent 
Probation 
Officers
Salaries of 
Pro Tem 
Probation 
Officers
Salaries of
Clerical
Staff
All Other 
Expenditures*
647,904.87
1,344,548.20
357,446.32
69,999.96
3,101,410.90
1,500,557.98
196,984.79
717,904.83
17,729,447.05 20,830,857.95
91,716.24 91,716.24
7,166,977.68 10,012,083.86
1,639,834.15 2, 194,265.26
TOTAL
EXPENDITURES* 2,349,899.39 4,868,953.63 26,627,975.12 33,846,828.14
*Estimated
COST PER OFFENDER: $435.10 (based on 77,774 adult and juvenile offenders under
Risk/Need and Administrative Supervision in Superior 
District, Boston Municipal and Juvenile Court 
Departments as of June 30, 1983)
NOTE: Probate and Family Court Probation Services annual costs for Fiscal 
($3,102,104.28) are not included in the total, inasmuch as the Cost 
is based on criminal and delinquency activities in the Superior Di 
Boston Municipal and Juvenile Court Departments.
Year 1983 
per Offende 
strict,
r
175.

